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Advertiſement. | 
C T 'HERE having been two Editions of 
che SERMON, one in Quart to, and the 


26 bh Oftavo, the READER 1s defired | 


to take Notice, that in this Boo x the Re- 
ferences are made to anſiyer the Tages of ! 
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Dublin, Feb. 5th 1723. 


REVEREND SIR, 

=== B QUT the middle of laſt Month, your 
Fil Bookſeller ſent me the Letter you have 
lately publiſh'd, containing Remarks on 
a a Sermon I preach'd laſt OfZober 23d. be- 


and printed in Obedience to their Com- 


Thing which deſerves Notice, yet 1 
you ſhould either think your ſelf neglett- 
ed, or your Performance unanſwerable, 


ing it. 


mand; in which tho I find ſcarce any 


fore the Honourable Houſe of Commons, 


I an content, for this once, to ſpend a few Days in confider- 


'T heartily wiſh you had thought fit to follow the good Ad- 


vice you give me (Let. p. 39.). Had you made your Remarks, 
as you beſeech me to reply, Diſtinctiy and Methodically, T ſhould 
have read them with Satisfaction, and either have retracted my 
Error, if you had convinc'd me of any, or have endeayour'd to 
obviate the Objections which in this way you had urged againſt 
= my Opinion. But ſince you have not done this, I really am at 
2 a Loſs how to deal with you, and do very frankly own that I 
think my ſelf unequally engag'd: For tho it be an eaſy Mat- 
ter to write, as you have done, Confuſedly in Anſwer to a A. 
tbodical Diſcourſe, tis, to me at leaſt, extreamly difficult to 
2 write Diſtinctij and Methodically in Anſwer to a Confus d one, 

Whether the Doctrine of my Sermon be true or falſe, you, 


leave to tell you, that if you have a Mind to write an 
to it worthy a Scholar and a Divine, you muſt do it in the ſame 
or ſome ſuch Method. * * 1 1 
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cannot deny the Diſcourſe to be Methodical. And Ar me. 
Anſwer 
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In that Diſcourſe, I propoſe to conſider the General Lueſti- 


eopcerning LawfuJne/ Force in Mat Religi- 
3 Fax io. my what i is 50d upon — ITS 2 « 
ne th General Queſtion, I Ltivſt ſtate the Controverſy, 


Kar Account 0 the 


incipal Points that ariſe in it, 
inions advanc d on the Subject, 


ively, not con- 
22 far as Tan Phe cine rounds for a poſf: 
tive Dererminatiqn,; But when J come to a Caſe, which I 


think to be one of real Diſieuſty, I determine nothing in the 
Point, but propoſe the Reaſons which may be urged in Fa- 
vour of the Opinion, different from the common one, with 


PENS Faiznefs, which L hope becames. a ſincere Enquirer. after. : 


"th A plication to the particular Cue is grounded on what 
— 158 5 the General eſtiqn : And I * the ſame Me- 
R$ 00 K 1 efore : Where 1 think T have clear 
K to 88 25 my Opinion freely and poſitively,: 2 
here the ery difficult, Idetermine, nothing, only | 

it uch Thin bing, 6 1 e well worth conſidering, and 
eforefit.to g propos'd to the Repreſentative. Body of the 
who Probably at thar Time had this- i 
ter Tanker their C onlideration. - 
That this is the Plan of my Sermon, you'll eafily ſee, if you. | 
give your ſeltrhe Tropblc once more. to read it eu: and ifyou | 
vouchiafe.to do this, let me deſire yon to do it by your ſelf a. 
part from your Neighbour, who, 'howeyer honef# and well. F 
meaning he may be, appears by your Account. of him to be a2 
25 weak and warm Mah : He ſeems alſo to hays inflam d your 
ons, and to have put you into an unagcountable Fri 
wat your 77 thes, (Let. p. 6.) ſo that am nat at all pets 2 1 
d you have ſo] imperfi Natel a Not ion of a Diſcourſe, which re- 
Foods ſome attention clearly, to comprehend, But be pleas d 
conſider it ſeriouſly and impartially, and you Il find the lan. 
. of i it to be ſuch as I have now ſer down. And, 
If it be, is it not incambent on any. one who undertakes to 
write an Anſwer to it ( For ſuch I take it for granted you de- 


fin your. Letter to be) is it not, I ſay, incumbent on him ta 4 


fer 7, either iſt. That 1 baue given a wrong fate af the Contre+ 
very, 075, 20h. That 7 bave 4 7A all. or any of Hoſes 
#97; Vea Ern, 9p: ions 4dvanc'd ou this Subject or 7 
; ; tue 
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© theſe Points, and: ta ſupport what he ſays by ſome Sort of Naa- 
ſon and; Argum 


1 bath which Accounts you ſeem to expreſs 
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9 my Sermon, nor have you in clear and expreſs 


TTis plain that you think ſome. Force may lawfully be usd agai 


| verities ; —— ſay (Let. p. 13.) Though 'by- compelling, we' 


['s ] 
the or, 34ly.. That that mhich I contendifor' in 
— — Points A, and thut the: 4. 
-by mbich 1 endeauone to hnruve it, do not conclude.” Or, 
Laſtly,, That the Application I make ta the particutas Caſe,. iralll 
Grounded: or Impertanent:? Muſtinot any: one of Senſe and Judge 


ment, who» undertakes: to write an. Anſwer to this Sermonz4 
think himſtlFoblig'd: ta ſay: ſomething: am ſame: ane: or all of 


ent? And what is there im your: whole: Letters; 
that offers at any Thing of tiris kind ꝰ: I profeſi ſincerely, that I 
cannot, on the moſt exact Ruquiry, ſind any ſuch Thing This 
may per haps he occaſiond by my wantrof Judgment or Teas, on? 


4 reſs ſome Contemptof me, 
(er. p. 14. ) but that: I cannot help my: Judgment as it: 
zs, Emuſtand Iwill follow, and as for my Years; cannot make 


my ſelf; Older, nor do T deſire to do it; ſinee I find i om in 
not the inſeparable Companion of an advanc'd' Age. 

But neither more Age, nor more Ripeneſs 
I believe, erer occaſion my altering the Opinion Ino have of 


of Judgment will, 


— one ryan ve "ok is; — — not even 
made au attempt in a reaſoning Way, to ſay any ones 
hing in oppoſition to the main and Subſtance of 
Terms deliver d 


your own opinion, or offer d any Thing material to ſap 


it which, as well as from ſostterd Hints l am able to colletÞ 
it, appears to be your on opinion on the General Queſtion, 


From your Expoſit ion of the Words, Compel them to com ing 
? 
thoſe who Err in Matters of Religion: But'what Kind or Degree* 
= _—_— lawfully.be us'd, you do not, that I can find, any 
mere jay. | | 
Indeed from one Paſſage, there may be ſome Reaſon to ſy? 
pect, that you think it lawful to uſe rhe utmoſt and greateſt Se 


ſronld. not 
greateſt Severities, .yet: certainly 
ſtraints are neceſſary and juſtifiable. Now if your Opinion were 
clear againſt the Lawfulnefs of the utmoſt and greateſt Severities, 


and. with the Romiſh Church, the ntmoſt and? 


Jou ought to have ſaid ſoz But inſtead of this you expreſs your® 


ſelf doubtfully. Though we ſhould not, & c. i. e. It may perhaps? 
be prov'd, that by compelling we might underſtand with 2 
Komiſb Church, the utmoſt and greateſt Sererities: — 


moderate and wholeſome Nr. 


mA 
wink on this, Certainly moderate and wholeſome Reſtraints 
are neceflary and juſtifiable. To this Reflection your Manner 
af expreſſing your ſelf is very juſtly liable: But I will not fol- 
low your Example ſo far as to fix odious Opinions on you, by 
any Inference however clear and pregnant, when there is the 
teat Room for a more candid Interpretation, and therefore un- 
Iefs you own this Opinion, I will not charge you with it. 
But thus much you. poſitively affirm, That moderate and _ 
wholeſome Reſtraints are neceſſary and juſtifiable : Here then! 
defire to know what are theſe moderate and wholſome Reſtraints? 
Are they thoſe which St. Auſt in approy'd, or Louis 14. practiſ- 
ed? Or what do you mean by theſe general Expreſſions, which 
may ſignify more or leſs according to Mens different Opinions? 
Be pleas d, Sir, to ſpeak. plainly and expreſly to this: Point, 
tis what you ought to have done before, and I now call upon 
vu to do it; if you do not, I muſt tell you very freely, tis im- 
poſſible for you to write an Thing to the Purpoſe on the Subject. 
The Rigöt of uſing this Force, theſe. moderate and wholeſome 
Reftraints, you place in the Civil Magiſtrate (Let. p. 13.) But 
</ Ges two very different Foundations of this Right may be 
aſſign d, of which I have taken particular Notice (Ser. p.6. & 21. 
0. p, 4. & 15. So.) I cannot find which of theſe you chuſe. I- 
Gael dee, that you do not think this Right flows from the 
Nature of the Magiſtrate's Office, as he is Head of the Civil Soci- 
ety; becauſe this is the Opinion of that ſame Mr. Hobbes, whoſe 
Name your honeſt Nejghbour, never. met with in any Sermon or 
ak of Divinity; (Let. p. 5.) But if it be your Opinion, that 
the Civil Magiſtrate being Cbriſtian, is veſted with this Right by 
divine Appoint ment, you ought to have ſaid ſo expreſſy: Lou 
ought alſo to have told us, how he is to Exerciſe this Right? 
Whether he is at Liberty to follow his own Judgment Or 
whether he be bound to Act according to the Deciſions of the 
Church or Convocation? . Each of theſe Queſtions ſeems to be of 
ſame Importance in this Controverſy, and I have taken Notice 
of every. one of them in my Sermon, and yet you have not 
thought fit to deliver your Opinion in a clear and determinate . 
Manner on any one of them. | | 


* 


There is yet another very material Point, concerning which 1 


am at a Loſs to Diſcover your true Opinion. I have obſerv'd A 


( Sermon p. 6. 4to. p. 5. 8a.) Tha: many Religious Opini- 
pus and Practices, leſides, the reſpect they bave to the Chriſt ian 
Law, may. be confider'd as having ſome. Infiuence on the _ 


24 


E77 
and Welfare of Civil Society, and that from hence ariſes a Queſti- 
on of great Importance, wherber to juſtify the Uſe of Force, ur 
are to confider the Opinions and Prattices to Reftrain or Pumjb 
which it is apply d, meerly as Errors in Religion, or as beſides 
and Excluſive of this they maybe prejudicial to the publick Peace. 
and Security of the State. 9 81 : 

Now on which of theſe Accounts you would maintain, what 
you call moderate and wholeſome Reſtraints to be neceſſary and juſ- 
# rifiable, I profeſs I am at a loſs to find out. In ſome Places (Let. 
p. 8, 14, and 41.) You ſay the former, and if this be your real 
Opinion, you are, what I am ſorry any Clergyman ſhould be, 
an Enemy to all Toleration, of Proteſtant Diſſenters, as well as 
= Papiſts, and are really guilty of, what without any ground you 
charge me with, (Let. p. 41.) Arraigning, and Impeaching Laws 


not only »ſeful and neceſſary, but juſt and righteous, and Chri- 


ſtian. But whether this be your real Opinion or no, I cannot 


9 certainly tell, becauſe in other Parts of your Letter, you go 


on the other Foundation, particularly, (Let. p. 30.) You blame 
me, on what Grounds I ſhall hereafter Enquire, for recommend- 
ing a Toleration of Popery, becauſe it has been hurtful id the 
State, and you impute it to me as a heavy Crime, that accord- 
ing to my Doctrine, Thoſe very Prieſts (I ſuppoſe you don't 


mean the Prieſts who were alive in 1641, but ſo your Words 
are, Tboſe very Pri s) ſhould be Licenc'd by Royal Authority, 


= who were formerly the Authors and Incendiaries of ſo nuch Miſ» 
chief and Bloodſhed in this Kingdom, 1 w 
I umu ſee, Sir, how very .looſely,and imperfectly, you have 
delivered your Opinion on every Point of real Importance in 
this Controverſy ; tho! in that poor Sermon, which has ſo much 
mov'd your Wrath and Indignation, every one of them is di. 
ſtinctly propos'd-and conſider d; and yet, which is very i 
ing, You blame me for not explaining my ſelf fully on a Point 
which comes in orca V in the courſe of my Argument, and 
on that Account caſt on me a Tritica l Sarcaſm which I think it 
below me to retort (Let. p. 35.) But this is not the only In- 
A | ſtance, in which you mere other Aeaſare to me, than you ſeem 
= difposd to have meaſur'd te you again 3 I mult write Methodi- 
cal and Diſtinct y, You take the Privilege of Writing conf. 


3 ſedly and objcurely 3 F muſt have hard Words given me for not 


Explaining my ſelf on a Point which, conſidering the Subject I 
was upon, there was no fort of Occaſion further to Explain ; 
and yet you write a long Letter in Anſwer to my Sermon, with: 


— 


[8] 


the verſy. | 
* * Tofay the Truth, Ido vehemently 
terminate Opinion at all on any of theſe Points: If you have 
dot, T muſt tell you freely, that notwithſtanding your Tears and 
2 you are no fit Perſon to write on the Subject: If you 
we, what poſſible Reaſon can be given that you do not pro- 
pole it? Believe me, Sir, unleſs you do, you muſt go on, as 
you have begun, to write weakly and confaſed/y. And if ever 
you think fit to attempt to write cloſely and to the Purpoſe on 
this Subject, I defire you would beſtow a Page or two in pror- 
ing that moſt ſurpriſing Propoſition which you or your honeſt 
have advanc'd,at Paz. 5. of your Zetter. I indeed. 
Rave ſo good an Opinion of the Cauſe of the Reformation, as, 
to think, that it would have prevail d without any Penal Laws 
at all: But let that paſs: The Point in which I deſire moſt to 
have Satisfaction is this, viz. That, F our Popiſh Anceſtors had 
int been conſtrain d by Penal Laws, oar Charches had perbaps been 
Ed ouly witb HYPOCRITESad OCCASIONAL 
CON FORMIS TS. it has been faid and I think with 
good Reaſon, that Pena Laws may make Ah, Hypocrites, and. 
Occafional Conformiſts : But I never yet heard that they have 
ented theſe Evils; This therefore I beg you would prove 
you can; If you do, I ſhall really think you able to prove 
any thing you pleaſe. But if you will go on to aſſert Thin 
without proving them, or to write on a perplex d and difficu 
Subject without explaining ſelf clearly and determinately 
on any one material Point relating to it, I cannot help it: God 
de thanked tis not in your Power to compe i me either to Read 


expreſs Terms 


my Sermon, 
The State of the Controverſy you have not meddled with 5 Nor 
have you objected any Thing to the Hiftorical Account I have 
of the ſeveral Opinions advanc'd on this Subject, or the 
enſdns of them. Your Neighbour indeed finds fault with 
me for Mr. Hobbes, and I believe you do ſo too, For 
indeed I look-upon the whole Conference between your Neigh- 
bour and you to be only a witty Fittios of your own. But is 


. 


ont explaining your {if clearly on any one Point material in 
| you have no de- 
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and ſubtle Enemy to Religion, or propoſe his Opinion in order 
| to confute it, eſpecially ſince many Divines and others w uo 
\ have appear d againſt Toler ation, have in part copy'd their No- 
tions and Reaſonings from him? If this be my greateſt Crime, 
I necd take no pains to Vindicate my ſelf, Every candid im- 
, partial Man will Iam contident acquit me. 3 
But the Part of my Sermon againſt which you chiefly bend 
your Forces, is that wherein I propoſe to diſcover the Truth 
on the ſeveral Points that have ariſen on this Controverſy, and 
to Anſwer the principal Objections that have been made againſt 
it. And what have you done here? Have you taken notice of 
© the ſeveral Arguments by which I have prov'd, That zezther the 
= Goernours of the Chriſtian Church, nor the Civil Magiſtrate + 
have in Fact a Right to uſe any ſort of Force to reſtrain or puniſh 
Alem Opinions and Fractices, conlider'd meerly as Errors in 
Religion, and that tis alſo in Point of Reaſon abſurd that they 
ſhould have any ſuch Power? Have you attempted to give a ra- 
tional Anſwer to any one of them or to ſhew that I have given 
weak or inconcluſive Anſwers to the Arguments urg'd in favour 
2X of ſuch Force? Surely, Sir, ſince you thought fit to write up- 
on the Subject, twas incumbent on you at leaſt to offer at ſome-: 
thing of this ſort, But, | 1 
Ingnſtead of this you have very prudently follow'd a ſort of a 
12 Method of your own, which you hop'd, I ſuppoſe, would fare | 
= you the Trouble of anſwering particular Arguments, thoſe eſpe- 
\ cially which are drawn from the Law of Nature, which, by 
= what you ſay, (Let. p. 39.) I perceive you do not much care to 
XZ meddle with. | 
Ihe firſt thing you labour to prove is, that I have miſtaken my 
Text. Whether I have or no will preſently appear : But this 
I muſt tell you, you ſeem to have much miſtaken my Deſign in 
the Choice of it. As I take it, you imagine that I think the 
Text according to my Expoſition, to contain a poſitive Argu- 
ment in favour of Toleration, (Let. p. 29, 33.) And that this oc- 
caſion d my chuling it. What Reaſon you have for this Imagina · 
tion I cannot tell, but ſure I am there is no ground for it in any 
thing I have ſaid in my Sermon. No! I knew this Paſſage to be 
the only one in the New Teſtament, from which it was poſſible - 
# with the leaſt Colour to argue in Favour of Force of any kin | 
in Matters of Religion; I knew alſo that St. Auſtin and from 
him the Church of Rome, (for however Angry you may be, 1 
mult ſtill in this Point put them age LAG many Ons 


* * had 


| 
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allo” had inſiſted much on it for this End: And therefore F 
thought I could not chuſe a fitter Text for a Diſcourſe on this 
Subject, becauſe in Writing om it, it was neceſſary for me to 
clear up the Diffictilties founded upon a miſtaken Interpretation 
of it: Accordingly you might, it you would, have obſerv'd, that 

I do not deduce my Doctrine from the Text, nor take any notice 
of it till ĩit comes in, in it's proper Place, among the Objections 
to my Doctrine. Perhaps you may here tell me, I don't compoſe 
my Sermons right, and that 1 ought always to ſay; In the ſe 
Words are contain d, &c. But this I am not much concern d about, 
provided what I ſay be rational and uſeful, and appoſite to my 
main Deſign; Nor can I ever think it improper to chuſe for a 

- Text a'Patlage of Scripture, which, being by many Perſons un- 
happily miſunderſtood, has been the main Support of a falſe and 
deſiructive Opinion, which I had-reſolv'd to expoſe in it's na- 
tive Deformity. And now that I have told you my true Pe- 

ſigu in the Choice of this Text, I come to conſider the Reafons 7 
you ofter to prove that I have miſtaken ir. | 
The Queſtion here is whether the Word Compel fignifies, 
the uſing any External or corporal Force, moderate or immoderate, 
Or, as l explain it. (Ser, p. 26, to. p. 19. 8v0.) Strong and vehe- 
ment Per ſuaſions and other Endeavenrs, which operating in a moral 
Way, might incline Men otherwiſe languid and indifferent to come 
imo the Marriage Super : You think the former; And to 

prove it you fay, | | Ws 
Firſt, That from the Scope and Intent of the. Parable, the 
Words are incapable of fuch a Signification as | give of them, 
(Let. p. 8.) Pray why fo? why, if by compelling were meant no © 
more than à fourth and further invitation to Pirjons of the ſanie 
Profeſſion it would be a manifeſt Tautology in Speech. Admirable rea- 
ſoning ! Bur where are theſe four ſuvitations? I really can ſee but 
three. Many are bidden to the Supper and the Servant was ſent at 
Supper time to bid them come for all Things are nom ready, v. xvi, 

xv. Do you think theſe to be two ſeveral Invitations 2 Well! 

But how does it appear that any two Invitations were made to per- 

- . fons of the ſame Profeſſion ? From the different Places in which RF 
they are found, fome in the Streets and Lanes of the City, 

Others inthe Hig way and Hedges one would be apt to think | 

the Perſons are different; and this is St. Auſtin's Opinion as 

you your ſelf quote him. Venerunt de plateis & de vici Gen- 
tes, Veniant de ſepibus Hzretici. Here then you muſt either 
differ from St. Auſtin, which tis, it ſeems, a Crime in any Caſe 
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to do, or elſe you muſt own your ſelf miſtaken in your Cri- 
tique on the Parable, and fo your Argument from Tautolog) is 
gone. But ſuppoſe there were four Invitations and twp of 
them to perſons of the ſame Profeſſion,z The Queſtion, is whe- 
ther it be more agrecable to the Scope and Intent of the Para- 
ble to admit this, or to ſay, as according to you it muſt be ſaid, 
That the Maker of the Feaſt order d his Servant to beat and 


Aragg Perſons to his Supper, or to uſe Hiolence to thoſe whom 
he intended to treat in a friendiy hoſpitable Manuer? Lis ſo | 
eaſily determin'd that I need ſay, no more of it. T | 


But what if after all, your Expoſition is inconſiſtent with 
your .own.Qpinions : You obſerve (Let. p. 10.) That in St. Lake 
one Servant only is mention d. You alſo ſay (p. S.) that by 
the Servant is meant the Apoſtles and Miniſters of Chriſt; and the 
Words Compel them to come in, according to you, ſignify Temporal 


or External Force of ſome Kind or other; From hence then it 


ſhould; follow, that the Apoſtles and MAiniſters of (Chriſt had the 
Right of uſing this Force, and yet you place it in the Cryil 


XZ Magiſtrate. Take it yet another Way; If theſe Words, Cum- 


pel them to come in, are to be underſtood to relate to the Uſe of 
Iemporal Foree, then ſince according to you the Civil Ma- 


„giſtrate alone has the Right of uſing, this Force, He is the Ser- 


vant who is bid to Compel. But then there being but one Ser- 


vant mention d in this Parable, tis plain that He ho was 


commanded to Compel, was the ſame who was commanded to 


ve bid and invite: From whence it follows demonſtrably according 
do your Principles, that the Civil Magiſtrate has the ſole Right 


of preaching the Goſpel 5 which Concluſion, as much an Ene - 
my as you profeſs your ſelf to imperium ini 


io, (Let. p. 
1 believe youll hardly think fit to admit. nn , # 
The next thing you do, is to aſign a. Reaſon why Commenta- 
tors have generally miſt aken this Point. Now all I need fay to 
this is, that they have not miſtaken it; and therefore do not 
need your Apology. And ſo I come to what you ſay is moſt 
Material, your Critique on the Original Word. In the en- 


trance on which you are Guilty of a Miſtake, for which I can- 


not ſee any other Reaſon, than this, that you had a mind to be 
B 2 — 


* 
—— — 1 9 ind 
Fas * 


ä 


F Quid quod ne in ipſã quidem fabuli dvayaZty de penis corporalibus 


aut minis poenarum poteſt intelligi, non enim ev modo conviye co ſo- 


lent, ſed importyna Flagitayjone, Ceot. in Locum, 
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"ſharp upon me, by telling me that I am pleatd confidently to 
Aſert, (Let. p. 12.) NY 

I fay, tis in Fact certain that the Words of the Text never 
were underſtood in this Senſe by any before St. Auſtin s and you 
- underſtand me as if I ſaid that the Original mord, had never 
- before been us'd in this Senſe. Then you ſay, let us try whether 
'@ yet greater Authority than that of St. Auſtin, cannot be pro- 
duc'd to juſtify the contrary Opinion, (Let. p. 12.) Now if you 
have a Mind to diſprove what I have aſſerted, you muſt pro- 
duce ſome Author older than St. Auſtin, who expounds this 
Paſſage, as he and you do in Favour of Ferſecution; and do if 
you can: As yet you have not done it, and therefore you have 
thus far prov'd nothing contrary to my Aſſertion. But, 4 
I To juſtify your Opinion, you argue from Greek Lexicon, and 


from Texts of Scripture; As to what you ſay of your Lexicons, 


It ſignifies nothing; I don't deny that ayayxdlso in Greek Lexi- 7 
cons, and in the beſt Greek writers too, often ſigniſies, to force, 
compel, &c. What I ſay is, that it alſo ſignifies to influence in 4 
moral Way, by Authority, Example er Doctrine: It you have 


a Mind to prove the contrary, do it, but then give me Leave 


to tell you that you muſt ſeek out for new Texts. For of the 
four you quote three are directly againſt you, and fo is ever 
Text in the New Teſtament, that I have noted where the Word 
ara occurs, except that which you quote out of As 
* XXv1. and poſſibly one other, Acts xxviii. 19. 7 

Gal. ii. 3. St. Paul ſays, Neither Titus who was with me being 
a Greek, was compell'd to be circumcis'd, Now, Pray con- 
ſider, Does the Apoſtle mean that Titus was not laid on the | 
Floor, and tied, or beaten, or impriſon d, or ſtaru'd ? Or does 
he mean that he was not perſwaded, or influenc d, or preſs'd 
to be circumcis'd?-----Again, v. 14. St. Paul tells the Galatians 
that He ſaid to St. Peter, Why compelleſt thou the Gentiles to 

live as do the Jews? Now does St. Pan here accuſe St. Peter 
of beating or uſing Violence of any Kind to the Gentile Convert??? 
Is it not plain that the Compulſion he here means, is a Mora! i 
one wrought by the Authority and Example of St. Peter? Go 
on to your other Text, 2. Cor. xii. 11. St. Par! fays, 1 am be- 


come 4 Fool in glorying, ye have compelled me, Fray did the F: 


Cor:nthians, think you, uſe any corporal Violence towards him? 
No! but their Behaviour towards him laid him under what 
we call a Moral Necefity of glorying. You ſee now Sir, or 
whether you do or no, every candid Reader will ſee, that 


eel + ” 
three of your Texts are directiy againſt your and for my Ex- 


poſition : And if you want auy more, 'tis eaſy to furniſh you 


with them. Thus, AMat. xiv. 22. 'Tis ſaid Jeſus —— = 
xaciv, bis Diſciples to get into 4 Ship, and the ſame Expreſfi- 


fo 


7 
u 
T on is us'd on the ſame Occaſion, Mark vi. 4: Here you will 
ir not, I believe ſay, that Jeſus Chriſt beat his Diſciples, or pull d 
. them by the Shoulder, No! but he commanded them to get 
u © into the Ship; thus alſo, Gal. vi. 12. St. Paul ſays, They con- 
> & ſtrain drayndgveir; you to be circumcis'd, the Meaning of the 
Word in which Place is exactly the ſame as it is in c. ii. v. 
3. which I have already conſider q. n 
Theſe, Sir, are all the Places in which I have found this 
Word in the New Teſtament ; and ſince in all of them, except 
two, the Senſe of it is agreeable to what I have given of 
the ſame Word in the Text, according to your own Rule 
= of interpreting, (Let. p. 12.) which 1 acknowledge to be a 
good one, my Expoſition may be right, notwithſtanding any 
Thing you have ſaid to the contrary. 

a If it were neceſſary in ſo plain a Caſe, I might obſerve far- 
ther in Confirmation of my Expoſition, that as the Word dg 
rade, ſo alſo the Word ar4yxn from whence it is deriv'd, is us d 
* tolignify a moral as well as a natura Neceſſity, that in this Senſe 

it is us'd in this very Parable, v. 18. 7 need go, xv avaſiny 
iCN, and Mat. Xvili. 7. It needs be, draſxn ici, that 
Offences come, and in the ſame Manner, Rom. xiii. 5. a Chap- 
ter with which I am ſure you are well acquainted, Wherefore 
pe muſt needs be ſubject, Ain ardſun imordoozedet, not only for 
Wrath, but for Conſcience ſake. I might alſo obſerve, That 
the Words rapaglagHił and xeraSiefu, which in their pri- 
mary Signification do much more ſtrongly import Force and 
Coercion than that about which the preſent Queſtion is, do yet 
ſignify, to perſwade and influence in a moral Way: That one of 
them is us d in this Senſe, Luke xxiv. 29. where tis ſaid, That 
the two Diſciples with whom our Bleſſed Saviour convers'd on 
the Way to Emmaus, conſtrain'd him, ſaying, Abide with us, &c. 
as alſo, Acts xvi. 15. where, of Lydia, who preſs d St. Paul and 
| his Company to tarry with her it is ſaid, And ſhe conſt rain d us. 
The other, Cen. xix. 3, according to the Septuagint Verſion, 
where tis faid that Lot preſi d * the Angels greatly, and 
they turn'd in unto him, &c. 1 might alſo ſhew that this 
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Uſe of the ſame Words in different Senſes is 

5 1 dil rery frequent 
In all Languages, and that tis not only allowable at ele- 
A gant 
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Cy - 
gant alſo, where, as in the preſent Caſe, there is an Analogy 
between the primary, and ſecondary or 9 Senſe - All 
this, I:ſay, and more to the ſame Purpoſe I might urge in De- 
Fence.of my Expoſition. But there is no Occaſion for it, you 
Jour ſelf chuſe to argue from parallel Places, and let them 


determine it. 


You tell me (Let. p. 38.) That if you are deceiv'd in the 
ation of te Scriptures, you make Vſe of, it is a. De- 


gelt ef Fuilgment only : For you would not for the higbeſt Sta- 
tion in the Church, knowingly and willingly pervert one ſingle 


Text to ſerve any Purpoſe whatſoever. I will believe you, 
tho at the ame Time I on. I have no great Opinion of ſuch 


us. Profeſſions, when there is no Occaſion for them. But 1 


urhat then am I to think of your miſquoting Dr. Hammond. 
In pour Letter, (g. 8.) you have theſe Words, But the 


«Heathen {tolaters were by the Power and Authority of the Civil © 9 
AMagiſt rate, to be conſtraiu d to for ſale their (wicked and al- 
minable Courſes, and compell d to came in and hear the Word of 


Cod that they might be fad; and in the Margin you quote 
Dr. Hammond in locum. When | read this, I was indeed 
ſome what ſurpriz d, becauſe I thought I had conſulted him.; 


But I had not the leaſt Doubt but his Words or at leaſt bis 3 
Senſe were the ſame you had there ſet down. But when! 
look'd into him, I found the Matter to be quite otherwiſe, 
and ſo will every one who is at the Pains of reading him. 
His Words are theſe, Aud therefore the Heat ben, and Sinners, 
und mean. Perſons of the World were fain to be taken in, aud 


importunately wood to come to that Fæaſt inſtead of them, i. e. 


the-Jews, and thoſe that were the principaliy deſigu'd Gueſts to f 
be utterſy rejected. What Account you'll give of this, I can- 
not indeed imagine, but. I'll make no other Remark on it than 


this, Thatyou-who were reſol vd to cenſure me ſo ſeverely (Let. $ 


5 I.) for not referring to à particular Place in St. Auſtins 
Works, to prove that to be his Opinion, which every one 
knous, is ſo, ought to have been more particularly exact in 
Jour own Quotations. + = 
But you are very angry with me for my Treatment of St. Au- 
Hin; That indeed I cannot help; but I have ſaid nothing of him 
which is not ſtrictly true: Nor have I done this, as you mention 


his ſip about bis Mother Monica (Let. p. 1.) purely to ſhew I 


my Learning, but the Subject I was upon oblig d mg to it. 


All 
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if Hereticks ſhould be put to Death; and truly the 
== refers to, are very Suſpicious (c) you'll ſay perhaps, that he of- 
© ten in his Writings excepts this. I grantit, and ſohe ſome- 


[15] 


All that 1 have ſaid or infinuated concerning St. Auſtin is re- 


ducible to theſe Particulars, 1/7. That he was an Advocate for 
Perſecution, 2d h). That he was the firſt Perſon who expound - 
ed the Words of my Text, iu the Senſe which favours Perſe- 
cition. 3dly. That they of the Church of Rome who make Uſe 


of this Text to that Purpoſe, rely chiefly: on his Authority to- 
Countenance their doing ſo. 4b. That tis St. Ai O- 

inion, that 'tis lawful for the Church to perſecute Hereticks,, 
but not lawful for Hereticks to perſecute the Church. And, 


Toth, That this Opinion is abſurd. Now, 


As to the firſt, That St. Auſt in was an Advocate for Perſecu- 
tion, this is too notorious to need much Proof. *Tis true, he 


had been of a different Opinion, but he retracted it, ſo that his 
luaſt and ſettled Judgment was in Favour of Perſecution, (4) 


Belarmine indeed ſays (b) that St. Auſtin thought it juſt, that 
Paſſages he 


times writes againſt Perſecution : But Bellarmins gives an un- 
lucky Reaſon for theſe Exceptions, aon quod illos hoc non merers 
put aret, ſed tum quia hoc decere Eccleſiæ manſuetudinem Exiſti- 
mabat, tum etiam quia nondum ua exſtabat lex Imperatorum, 
qua beretict juberentur occidi. (d) 

But however this may be, certain it is that he was for having 
moderate and wholeſome Reſtraints us d againſt Hereticks: And 


Y he is more open than you, for he tells what he means by 
= moderate and wholeſome Reſtraints; only the ſlight Penalties of 
1 Baniſhment, Loſſes or Fuffer ings, takings from them the Privi- 


lege of making Wills, of Buying and - Selling, or of making any 
Gift or valid Conveyance of their Fortune. And theſe light Pe- 
| | 5 nalties 
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(a) Retract. I. 2. c. 5, Tom. 1. p. 31. Ep. 93, alias 48, ad Vincent. 
To. 2. p. 174. & alibi, Note, Theſe and the following e- ous of 
St. Auſtin, are taten from an Edition of his Works printed at Antwerp. 
A. D. 1700. in which the Order of. his Works, and the Number of his Di 
courſes and Epiſtles are chang'd jrom what they are in ether Editions, But 
I have in all Places as near as I could, ſer deu the Numbers. as well of the 
Old, as of this new Edition, | 

03 Bellar, Controv. To. 1. Controv. F. L 5. c. 11. p. 1949. 

() Lib. 1. contra Epiſt. Parmen. cap. 7. To. 9. p. 12, 13.— Tra. 
11, in Johan, To. 3. par. 2. p. 278. Epiſt. 18 5. alias 50. ad Boullac. Tos 
2. p. 499. v. ſinem. 
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nalties he holds to be all lawful on Account of their Errors in 
Religion. *T were eaſy to prove this by many Paſſages out of his 
Writingsz But I need mention but two, and they are both in 
his Epiſtle to Vincent ius. The firſt is this, Sed plane in eis qui ſub . 
nomine Chriſti errant ſeducti a perverſis, ne forte oves Chriſti fint 
errantes, & ad gregem taliter revocande ſint, temperata ſeve- 
ritas et magis manſuetudo ſervatur ut coercitione exſiliorum at- 
que damnorum, admoneantur conſiderare, quid quare patiantur 
et diſcant preponere rumoribus & calumniis hominum, Scripturas 
guat legunt. (e) The other Paſſage follows in the fame Epiſtle : 
After he has givenan Account of his former Opinion, and that 
he alter'd it on obſerving the good Effects of the Severities that 
had been us d, he adds, His ergo dominicis lucris impediendis, ad 
contradicendum me opponerem collegis meis, ne in montibus & col- 
libus veſtris, id eſt in tumoribus ſuperbie veſtre, Chriſti oves er- 
rantes in pacis ovile colligerentur gubi eſt unus grex, & unus paſtor? 
Ita ſane buic proviſioni contradicere debui, ne res quas dicitis 
ueſtras, perderetis, et ſecuri Chriſtum proſcriberetts ? ut jure 
Romano Teſt amenta conderet is, et jure divino patribus conditum 
Teſt amentum, ubi ſcriptum eſt, in ſemine tuo benedicentur om- 
nes Gentes, calumnioſis criminationibus rumperetis ? ut in emptio- 
zibus et venditionibus liberos contractus haberetis, et vobis divi- 
dere quod Chriſtus emit venditus, auderetis ? ut quod quiſque = 
veſtrum cuiquam donaſſet, valeret, & quod donavit Deus deorum, 
4 ſolis ortu uſque ad occaſum vocatis ſiliis, non valeret? ut de ter- 
ra corporis veſtri in exſilium non mitteremini, et de regno ſangui - 
nis ſut, 4 mari uſque ad mare, & a flumine uſque ad terminos or- 
bis terre Chriſtum exſulem facere conamint ? imo vero ſerviant 
reges terre Chriſto,etiam leges ferendo pro Chriſto. (f ) Theſe paſ- 
ſages very fully ſhew, That St. Auſtin approv'd the Uſe of theſe 
Severities againſt thoſe who err'd in Matters of Religion, and 
for this Reaſon becauſe they err d; he calls them indeed temperata 
feveritas et magis manſuetudo, and probably theſe are what you 
mean by moderate and wholeſome Reſtraints : But I call them by 
their proper Name Perſecation, for ſuch they are and muſt be, 
whenever they are inflicted on any Perſons, meerly on Account f 
real or ſuppos'd Errors in Religion. a 

The next Thing I have ſaid of St. Auſtin is, That he was the 
firſt who Expounded the Words of my Text in the Senſe which 
fayours Perſecution. Now, That 


A 


3 


(0 Epilt. 93. aliis 48. ad Vincent. para. 10. To. 3. p. 177. 
) ha cadem Epidol. para. 19. pag, 189, 4 


* — wo- we od: 
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=D poftolorum Mir acula Evange 
x7 cogt juberentur, priores, ut dixi, potius conviue coatt efſe me- 
RE 7:to crederentur. Qua propter fi poteſtate quam per Religionem, 
== ac fidem regum, tempore quo debuit, divino munere accepit Eccle- 
=< ſia, hi qui inveniuntur in viis, et in ſepibus, id eſt in Hæreſibus, 

= & Schiſmatibus coguntur intrare, non, quia coguntur, reprehen- 
dant, ſed quo coguntur attendant. (h) And thus I have faffcient- 


CRF - 

That he fo Expounded them, appears from your own Quo- 
tation out of him (Let. p. 11.) and that he was the firſt who ſo 
expounded them, I take to be moſt true, and ſhall continue to 
do ſo, till you or ſome Body ſhew me the ſame Expoſition in 
ſome more ancient Writer. But that which you quote is not 
the only place in St. Auſtins Writings, where this Paſſage oc- 

curs. He ſcems to have been fond of the Argument, I find it 


in four ſeveral Places beſides ; and probably on a more diligent 
Search might have found it oftner. I ſhall tranſcribe one of 


them, and refer you to the reſt (g.) Iis in his Book de Cor- 
rectione Donatiſtarum ad Bonifacium. Unde et ipſe Dominns ad 
Magnam cenam ſuam prins adduci jubet convivas, poſtea cogi. 


= Nam cum ei ſervi ſui reſpondiſſent, Domine factum eſt quod juſſiſti, 
= et adbuc eſt locus; exite, inquit, in vias et ſepes, et quoſcunque 
inxveneritis, cogite intrare. In illis Ergo, qui leniter primo ad- 
ducti ſunt, completa eſt prior obedientia: In iſtis autem, qui co- 
guntur, inobedientia coercetur. Nam quid eſt, cogite intrare 3 
eum prims dium eſſet, adducite, et reſponſum eſſet, Factum eſt 
= quod jufiſti, & adbuc eſt locus? Si miraculorum terroribus cogen- 
dos voluiſſet intelligi, magis ad eos, qui prius vocati ſunt, divina 
miracula multa facta ſunt, maxime ad Judæos de quibus dictum eſt, 


Judæi ſigna petunt. In ipſi⸗ 7 gentilibus talia temporibus A- 
ium commendaverunt, ut ſi talibus 


ly ſhewn, in the way you like, (Let. p. 11.) out of St. Auſtin's 
Works, his Opinion concerning this Text, and the Lawfulneſs 
of Perſecution. If you have a Mind to have more of him to the 
ſame Purpoſe, be pleas'd at your Leiſure to read over all the 


J Books and Epiſtles to which I have referr'd. 


The next Thing in which St. Auſtin is concern'd, is this, 
That they of the Church of Rome, who make uſe of this Text in 
Favour of Perſecution, rely chiefly on his Authority for ſo do- 

C ing. 
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(g) Ep. 93. alias 48. ad Vincent. para. f. To. 2. p. 175. Ep. 
172. alias 204. ad Donatum, para, to, To. 2. p. 468.— Lib, contra 
Gaudent. c. 25, To. 9. p. 441: : 

(#) Ep, 185. alia⸗ 10 To, 2. Pp. 491. 


[ 18 ] 
ing. And really I believe *twill be difficult to find one Romiſh 
Writer, who at all infiſts on this Text, and does not thus rely 
on his Authority. Nay ſometimes they mention his Authority 
for this Expoſition, tho they ſeem not entirely ſatisfy'd with it 
themſelves. 2 | 

In the Rhemiſh Teſtament the Note on this Place is thus. 
The vebement Perſuaſion that God uſeth both externally by force 
of bis word and Miracles, and internally by his Grace, to bring 
#5 unto him, is cal d Compelling. Not that he forceth any to 
come to bim againſt their own Wills, but that He can alter and 
mollify an hard Heart, and make him willing that before would 
rot. St. Auguſtine, alſo referreth this compelling to the Penal 
Laws which Catholick Princes do juſtly uſe againſt Hereticks and 
Schiſmaticks, &C. t i 

If you look into Naralis Alexander's (i) Diſſertation on this 
Queſtion, Whether the Church did right in delivering the Albi- 
genſes, whom he calls Hereticks, to the ſecular Power to be pu- 
ziſh'd, You'll find that St. Auſtin is his great Authority in de- 
fence of Perſecution, particularly He quotes him in favour of 
this Opinion, that Hereticks deſerve even Capital Puniſhment, 2 
and all the uſe he makes of this Text is to ſet down St. Auſtin's FF 

* Expoſition of, and Argument upon it out of one of the places 
to which I have referr'd. ( | 9H 
*Tis needleſs to multiply Authorities in ſo plain a Caſe 3 i 
but if you yet want further Satisfaction, look into the Works | 
of thoſe who writ in defence of the Cruelties Exercisd by Lou- 
#5 xiv. on the Proteſtants, and 1 believe you'll ſcarce find one, 
who does not urge the Authority of St. Auſtin, both in favour "3 
of theſe Cruelties, and of that Expoſition which "twas for 
their purpoſe to give of this Text. is of 

But there is another Point wherein St. Auſtin is concern d 
with Relation to which I muſt give you Satisfaction, becauſe ? 
you ſay it Troubles you moſt of all and for my ſake too, that tho' * 
I have paſs'd ſuch a-ſevere cenſure upon that ancient and venera- 
ble Father, yet I haue not been pleas'd to inform my Readers in 
what part of his Works this Abſurdity is to be found, (Let. p. 11.) | 
Truly the Reaſon I did not, was becauſe I thought every Body 

Knew this was his Notion, and I did not atic the pomp of un- 
| necefiary 
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(.) Natalis Alex, Hiſt, Eccl. To. 7, p. 233. in Fol. Pariſiis. 1699. 
0 Ep. ad Vincentium, ubi ſupra, ; 
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neceſſary Quotations. But ſince this has given you ſo much 
Trouble, take his own Words, S ergo verum dicere vel agno- 
ſcere volumus, eſt perſecutio injuſta quam faciunt impii Eccleſie 
Chriſti, & eſt juſta perſecutio, quam factunt impiis Eccleſiæ Chri: 

i. (I) If you look into the Paſſage you'll find that by zmpiz 

e does and muſt mean Hereticks, and if he does, then tis 
plain, that St, Auſtin does ſay in Terms what I have affirm'd 
that he ſays. He ſpeaks to the ſame purpoſe in, his Epiſtle to 


| Vincentins. (m) The Paſſage is too long to Tranſcribe, but 


you may Read it at your Leiſure. 
But I have unhappily ſaid that this Opinion is abſurd ; I ſay it 
again, and I have proy'd it by an Argument, (Ser. p. 22, 23, 4to. 
p. 16, 8 vo.) to which you have not yet ſaid any Thing, and there- 
fore I am apt to think ſome Part of your Trouble was on this Ac- 
count, that you found St. Auſtin Accus d, perhaps juſtly, of 
an abſurd Opinion, and yet had nothing to offer in his Vindi- 
cation, more than this, that I had not referr'd particularly to 
his Works. Now I have done it; be pleas'd to conſider my 
Argument und try what you can make of it. 

But St. Auſtin is an Orthodox and Catholick Doctor, and yet 


have ranbd bim with the Church of Rome, (Let. p. 11.) Pray 
bo could I avoid it? Is it not plain that in theſe Points he 
thinks and ſpeaks as the Church of Rome does? Do not the 

# Romiſh Writers Copy him, and ground themſelves on his Au- 
= -thority ? Is it then a Crime to ſay ſo? Or does my laying to 


his Charge one or two Erroneous Opinions impeach his Or- 


+ -thodoxy in other Points ? No! He may in other Matters 
be as Orthodox as you haye a Mind he ſhould 3 But he is and 


I have now prov'd him to be an Advocate for Perſecution, 
He has Expounded this Text in a wrong Senſe in Favour of 
Perſecution, He has Furniſh'd all who have ſince eſpous'd the 
fame Cauſe, with an Argument never before heard of, which 
has been Employ'd to the Ruin of Thouſands of innocent 
Men: He has alſo broach'd that abſurd Opinion which from 
him the Church of Rome have taken up, in Order to deſtroy 
others without expoſing themſelves. And ſhall 1 praiſe him 
for theſe Things? I praiſe him not. Whoever maintains any 


of theſe Opinions, I thall always Account him fo far Hetero- 
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dox, of whatever Order or Degree he may be, from the 
Doctor St. Auſtin, down to the Vicar of Naas. 9 
Nay ! Il go further yet, and paſs what Cenſure on me you 
pleaſe. I think it had been in the whole, happy for the Chriſti- 
an World, that his Works had not been preſerv'd; becauſe all 
the Good which his beſt Writings have done or will do to the 
End of the World, is vaſtly over-ballanc'd by the Miſchief he 
has already occaſion'd, by this one wrong Opinion of the Law- 
fulneſs of Perfecution, on Account of Errors. in Religion. 
And fo I have for the preſent done with Sr. Auſtin, and with 
His and your Expoſition of the Text. Only this I muſt add, 
That tho* the Words of my Text were zeceſſarily to be under- 
ſtood to relate to External, Corporal Force or Coercion, and 
were utterly incapable of any other Senſe, they would not even 
thus underſtood, prove the Lawfulneſs of Perſecution on Ac- 
count of Religion. And that for the following Reaſons, 
1. Becauſe they are a Part of a ”arable, and relate only to a 
Circumſtance of it; for which Reaſon, according to the known 
Laws of applying Parables, tis ſcarce allowable at all to Argue 
from them, (a) much leſs to draw a Conſequence, which ſo great- 
ly affects the Welfare and Ha pineſs of all Mankind. This I have 
obſery'd in my Sermon (p. 26. 4to. p. 18. 8v0.) but you have taken 
no Notice of it; for what Reaſon I will not take upon me to ſay. 
2. Another Reaſon is this, That to perſecute or uſe any Se- 
verities againſt Men meerly on Account of Errors in Religion is in 
Point of Reaſon highly abſurd, and I can never think our Bleſſed 
Saviour preſcrid'd or commanded any Thing that is fo. This alſo 
I have ſaid and prov'd too in my Sermon( p. 21. 22.23. 29. 47a p. 
16. 20. 8v9.)But you have paſs'd all by without the leaſt Notice, 
other than a tragical Rant(Zer.p.15.16.)which tho'diſtinguiih'd 
by remarkable Characters, does really ſignify nothing. But this 
was deſign d to ſupply the place of Argument and ſo let ir paſs. 
3. A Third Reaſon is this, That to Expound the Text in this 
Manner, is to make it contradict other Paſſages of Holy Scrip- 
ture. This I have aid (Ser. p. 26. 4to. p. 19. 8v0. )and you at- 
tempt to prove the contrary ( Let. p. 16.) with what Succeſs I 
come now to conſider. | : 
And here Ion Lam alittle at a Loſs, how to Argue with 
you, becauſe you do not give any clear Account how or in what 
| Manner 
(n) Quam multa ſunt by 7& 15 ThogCohgiss que in re ſignificante ſen- 
8 1 your proprium, in re lignificaca non niſi yalde figuratum, Grow, 
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Manner the Civil Magiſtrate is to uſe Force or Coercion, a- 
gainft thoſe who Err in Matters of Religion. If you Mean as 
the Church of Rome does, the Inconſiſtency or Contradiction is 
manifeſt, and you ſeeem to allow it. I beg Pardon if I miſtake 
you, but I believe and hope, that what you ſay, (Lr. p. 
I6.) tho' ſomewhat doubtfully expreſs'd, is your real Opinion, 
That the Clergy, by St. Paul's Doctrine and page te are fit In- 
ftruments only to perſwade Men to embrace the Truth of the Goſpel, 
not to compel or conſtr ain them. Now in my Sermon (p. 7. 470. 
p. 5. 8v0. ) I have ſhewn, That according to the Principles of 
the Church of Rome, the Right, the moral Power of puniſhing is 
in the Church or Clergy, and that the Civil Magiſtrate 1s only 
their Executioner. Therefore they at leaſt, Expounding this 
Text ſo as to favour that Uſe of Force, which they contead 
for as lawful, do make it contradict other Paſſages of Holy 
Scripture, and ſo do all they who are of Opinion that the Ma- 
giſtrate muſt in uſing this Force, follow the Judgment or 
Direction of any Church or Convocation. vg. art 

But poſſibly you think that the Magiſtrate is to Act in this 
Matter entirely according to bis own Sentiments. If ſo, I fay 
that to Expound the Text ſo as to fayour even this Opinion, is 
to make it Contradict other Paſſages of Scripture, even thoſe 
which I have produc'd ; For this plain Reaſon, becauſe as the 
whole Efficacy of Religion depends on the inward Conviction of 
the Mind, So our Bleſſed Saviour and his Apoſtles have both 
by their Example and Precept, plainly pointed out the Way, 
in which they would have this Conviction wrought (and tis 
the only one in which it can be wrought. ) See ( Ser. p. 21.'&c. 
40. p. 15. 8v0.)By Perſuaſion, Inſtruction, and laying before them the 
Terrors of the Lord; this I ſay is the ay they have _ out, 
and they have not given the leaſtIntimation that any Force ſhnould 
be us d, but have on the contrary declar d againſt it. And there- 
fore to argue from this Text in favour of a Method not only di 
rent butoppoſite, a Method not only not = but forbi 
den, is to make it contradict thoſe other Paſſages of Scripture, 


To ſhew there is no Inconſiſtency between this Text accord- 
ing to your Expoſition and the Words of our Bleſſed Saviour, 
Luke ix. 24.You argue in a Manner, which to me appears a little 
Extraordinary. It I underſtand it right, tis to this Effect. 
The Diſciples could not wiſh for Fire from Heaven to conſume 
the Samaritans firſt, in Order to convert them afterwards ; and 


therefore tho our Bleſſed Saviour rebukes them for r 
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uſe this Method, it does not follow that he condemns the Uſe 
of other ſevere Methods, which not touching Mens Lives, 
may be us d with a Deſign to Convert them. This appears to me 
to be your Meaning in what you ſay upon this Paſſage, (Let. p. 
17. 18. ) Now do you deſign this to explain what you mean by 
moderate and wholeſome Reſtraints ? Is every kind and degree 
of Severity leſs than Death, conſiſtent with thoſe Words of our 
Bleſſed Saviour, The Son of Man is not come to deſtroy Mens 
Lives, but to ſave them? If this be your Opinion, I beg you 
would ſpeak out, and let the World know it. For my Part, 
I-muſt take leave to differ from you in this, as in many other 
Points: And I am very Confident, that if you were driven 
from your Houſe, or ſpoil'd. of your Subſtance, or impri- 
fon'd, or ſcourg'd, or otherwiſe oppreſs d on Account of your 
Religion, if any of thoſe Severities were us d againſt you your 
ſelf, which you now appear to contend for as lawful, you would 
then be diſpos d to think, That more was deſign d by them. 
For what is Life without the Means of Living ? Or how is his 
Lifeſav'd, who is expos'd to preſſing Want and Miſery. 

But what you here ſeem chiefly to rely on to avoid the Incon- 
ſiſtency or Contradiction is this, That the Clergy are to per- 
ſwade, and the Civil Magiſtrate is to Compel, (Let. p. 16.) 
Suppoſe this to be ſo, and let us ſee a little, how theſe different 
oppoſite Methods can be us'd towards the ſame Perſons in Order 
to the ſame End. The Perſons to be Perſuaded and Compell d 

are thoſe who err or are ſuppos'd to err in Matters of Religion 

and the End of uſing this Perſuaſion and Compulſion is to Con- 
vince them; Now are theſe two Methods to be us'd at the 

Jame Time or at different Times ? And if at different, which is 

to be firſt us d? That Force and Compulſion ſhould be us d im- 

mediately as the firſt Inſtrument of Conviction, is what I be- 

liere you will not ſay. Nor probably will you think it reaſo- 
mahle toaffirm that Force and Perſuaſion ought to be us'd toge- 
ther: Or ſhould you, tis eaſy to Anſwer that tis impoſſible. 

For tho they are us d by different Perſons, yet the Perſons, 

- againſt whom they are usd are the ſame, and no Man will think 

himſelf in the whole gently us d, who has a Clergyman on one 

Side Inſtructing and Perſuading him, tho in the Softeſt and 
moſt Compaſſionate Terms, if an Officer of Juſtice be beating 
| him on the other. The moſt plaufble Method then and that 
| which I believe you'll Chuſe is that the Clergy are firſt to Iuſtruct 
| und Perſaade, and if they cannot prevail, the Civil Magiſtrate 
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is to Compel. Suffer me then here to ask this Queſtion. en 
is the Magiſtrate to begin to Compel ? Is he to wait till the 
Clergy Report to him that all their Ferſuaſions and Tuſtrutti- 
ons are Ineffectual? Or is he to uſe this Force whenever he fees 
that in Fact Men do not quit their Errors? If you ſay the 
Former, you Place the Right of Compeling and uſing Force 
in the Clergy, becauſe they are to paſs the Sentence, to de- 
termine finally, againſt whom, and when the Force or - 
ſion is to be us d; and if you ſay the Latter, you give the 
giſtrate a Power of Compelling in all Cafes, whether Perſua- 
fon and Inſtruftion have been firſt us d or no 
Lis poſſible a Clergyman may be 7gnorant or Neg/igents (1 
hope 1 may ſay this without Offence, for you have laid heavier 
Crimes to my Charge) and if ſo, then it may be the true 
Reaſon why this or that Man is not Convinc d, is becauſe He 
has not us'd or cannot uſe the proper Means to convince them. 
Is it then conſiſtent with the Rules of the Goſpel: without 
more ado to Compel ſuch Perſons > Or can you deviſe any 
other way for the Magiſtrate to Exerciſe this Power, fo as to 
puniſh only the Obſtinate, and let the Innocent go Free? For 
my Part, I freely own my Ignorance, I cannot: Nor can I 
diſcover any poſſible Method of reconciling this Power, this 
Uſe of Force or Compulſion, Place it where you will, with 
that Gentleneſs and Adeekneſs which Chriſt and his Apoſtles 
have Directed to be us'd towards thoſe who are in Error. 
Truly the utmoſt Degree of Gentleneſs or Mercy which _ 
this Scheme ſuch Perſons are entitled to, is little better, than 
that which is us'd by Inguiſitors, who when they deliver the 
wretched Victims of Religious Cruelty to the ſecular Arm, 
with a Damnable Hypocriſy, beg of the Magiſtrate that for 
the Love of God, and in Regard of Mercy and their Medigtion, 
He would not Inflift on theſe miſerable Perſons, the Puniſh- 
ment of Death or of Maiming; When at the ſame time 
they know, that He will, that He muſt, nay tis their De- 
ſign and Intention He ſhould burn them alive. + + © 
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T hope I have now fully ſhewn you the Inconſiſtency of this 
Text, according to the Interpretation which St. Auſtin and 
the Church of ome and you put upon it, with other Paſſages of 
Holy Scripture. But ſuppoſe 1 could not have done this, 
what had been the Conſequence? Only this that I had been 
miſtaken in one ſingle Obſervation, which tho Falſe does not 
affeft the main Argument. For what if this Text fo Ex- 
d did not contradict any other Paflage of Scripture 
will it follow that therefore the Magiſtrate has this Power of 
Compulſon ? Certainly no! Whoever Attributes to the Magi- 
ſtrate ſuch a Power, is oblig'd not only to prove that this 
Power may be Attributed to him, without 2 Contradicqtion to 
che Chriſtian Law, but further alſo, that by the Chriſtian 
Law He actually bas it, That 'twas the Deſign of our Bleſſed 
Saviour that He ſhould have it, and that accordingly He has 
made. this Appointment. And really one would think that 
in a Caſe where the whole happineſs of Mankind in this 
Life, and not only fo, but their hope of happineſs in a Lifeſto 
come is fo nearly Concern'd, the Evidence ſhould be very clear 

and undoubted. | ; 
Now where is this clear and undoubted Evidence to be 
found? Is there none other than what this Text affords? And 
muſt Men's Security for their Liberties, their Properties, 
their Happineſs in this Life, and their Right of Worſhipping 
God according to their Conſcience in Order to obtain Happi- 
neſs in the World to come, all turn on the Critical Signiti- 
cation of the Im nt Word ereſz«{ anda wiſe Argument 
about Tautology ? (Let. p. 9.) If any other Texts can be pro- 
.duc'd in Favour of this Power, Why is it not done? You ſeem 
well enough diſpos'd to undertake ſuch a Province, and there- 
fore I beg you would Examine your Bible, look over the whole 
New Teſtament from one End to the Other, and try if you can 
find any one Text which either Expreſsly attributes this Pow- 
er to the Civil Magiſtrate, or from whence any Solid Rational 
_ Conſequence can be drawn in Favour of it. If you can; I'll 
.freely own whatever you have ſaid or inſinuated concerning me, 
my Sermon and the Deſign of it, to be true, and then both it 
and I are like to appear black and monſtrous enough: But I 
am in no Danger: Tis impoſſible for you, or all the Men up- 

on Earth todo it. x | WIT 

Some have urg d to this Purpoſe that Paſſage, Rom. xiii. He 
 #. the Miniſter, of God, a Avenger to execute Wrath upon = 
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that doth Evil, and poor as it is, tis the beſt, that I could 
ever find urg d to this Purpoſe. For this Reaſo I have ta- 
ken Notice of it, (Ser:p: 6. 470. p. . 8 50.) and my Difcourſe 


ſufficiently ſhews my Opinion of it, viz. ' Tut it relates only 
to the Power of the Magiſtrate to puniſh thoſe Ei Aions, 
which are prejudicial to 


e Society, or any Member of it in 
their Temporal or Civil Intereſſss. 

Others who can find nothing to their Purpoſe in the New 
Teſtament have recourſe to the Old. St. Auſtin owns (o) there 
is no Example in the Evangelical or Apoſtolical Writings of 
any Aſſiſtance being defir'e from Kings for the Church againſt 
it's Enemies; and he endeavours to account for this, by faying 
that at that time the Church was in a Situation, in which the 
Prophecy was fulfil'd, Pſa. ii. 1. y do the Heathen ry 
and the People imagine a vain Thing. The Kings of the Earth ſet 
themſelves, and the Rulers take Council together "againſt the 
Lord and againſt his Anointed ;, but that in his time that other 
Frophecy in the fame Pſalm was fulfill'd v. 10. 11. Je wiſe now 
therefore O ye Kings, be Inſtrufted ye Judges of the Earth, ſerve 
the Lord with fear. And theſe States of the Church, and what 
aught to be done in them, He thinks to have been prefigur'd 
in the Actions of Nebuchadnezzar, Dan. iii. The former, 
when that King compell'd good and Holy Men to Worſhip, 
an Image, and caſt thoſe who refus'd, into the fiery Farnace : 
The. latter, when the ſame King, being brought to Honour the 
true God, Decreed that whoever Blaſphem'd the God of 
Shadrach, AMeſhach, and Abednego, (ſhould be cut in Pieces, &c. 

'Tis poſſible your great Reſpett for St. Auſtin may incline you 
to think that this is an Argument in favour of the Power you 
and he aſcribe to the Civil Magiſtrate: But as much n- 
ferior as I am to him, both in Judgment and Nears, | muſt take 
the Liberty to ſay, Tis no Argument at all; and every ratio- 
nal Man muſt at firſt Sight perceive that it is not. 

- But ſomething muſt be found to countenance this Power, 
and therefore others argue in favour of it from the Fewrſh Law, 
(Fran xili. & alibi) of which I wonder 1 have heard nothing 

om you, tho I take Notice of it in my on (p. 9. & 24. 4to. p. 
7. & 18. & vo.). They alſo urge the Prophecy, I. xlix. 23. Kings 
ſhall be thy nurſing Fathers, and their Queens thy nurſing Mot bers, 


_ RG —— — 


— ” , 


— 6 — — — 8 


— — —— — 9 


(0) Ep. ad Viacentium. ante cirat, para, 9 


D 26 J | 
they ſhal bow down to thee, with their Face toward the Earth,and 
lick up the Duſt of thy Feet, &c. But all that this Text can poſ- 
fibly mean is, That Kings and Princes ſhall Embrace and Pro- 
ref and Encourage the Chriſtian Religion, not that they ſhall 
propagate it by Force or Dragoon Men into the Profeſſion of it, 
much leſs. of their own however miſtaken Opinions; and the only 
poſſible Reaſon I can imagine, why any have urg'd this place, 
as an Argutnent for your Doctrine, is, That they have not 
carefully diſtinguiſh'd between 4 Right in the Prince to encourage 
what he thinks to be the true Religion, and a Right to propagate 
it by Force: The former I do not deny, tho' by the — I 
Queſtion much whether this Text proves it, becauſe *tis only a . 
Prophecy of what in Fact ſhall be, and does not fay any Thing 
of the Right or Power of a King in a Chriſtian State; Bur I 
really think Chriſtian Kings have ſuch a Right, and I ſay fo ex- 
preſly(Ser. p. 30. 4to. p.2 1. 820.) Nay I not only think they have 
a Right, but take it to be their Duty to make Laws for the 
due Regulation of the Concerns of Religion, which Laws, 
as much a Friend as you may ſuſpect me to be to Imperium in 
Inperio, ( Let. p. 34.) | think that not only the People but the 
Governours (p ) of the Church are in Conſcience bound to 
obey, i they do not think them Repugnant to the Laws of Chriſt - 
But that they have any Right to uſe Force, external Corporal 
Force, moderate or immoderate, againſt thoſe who differ from 
their Religion, meerly becauſe they ſo differ, that I utterly 
deny, and muſt continue to do ſo, till ſome Arguments be 
brought to prove it, better than I have yet met with from you, 
or any one elſe. I haye given my Reaſons in my Sermon, and 
you may Anſwer them when you think fit, for as yet you have 
not done it in any other Way, than by ſaying in your Addreſs 
to all the Proteſtants of this Kingdom; How great an Encou- 
ragement this is to Looſneſs and Licentiouſneſs of all Sorts in 
Faith and Practice, 1 chuſe rather to leave to you to conceive than 
explain, (Let. p. 40.) to which Iſhall only ſay, how ſolid, how 
rational, how convincing an Argument this is, every one can 
conceive, and therefore I need not explain. e 

In this Addreſs you mention the Text, Pſal. Ixxxli. 6. and you 
ſeem to deſign it as an Argument in favour of that Power which 
| FINN you 
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you place in the Civil Magiſtrate. But in pour Explanation of 


it, you deliver your ſelf in ſuch Terms, as would make one 
ſuſpect you were of St. Auſtin's Opinion as to the Right of 
the Church to perſecute Hereticks, tho' they have not the 
ſame Right againſt her, or, which is much the fame Thing, 
That the Magiſtrate profefſing the true Religion, may uſe 
Force againſt a falſe one, tho he who profeſſes a falſe one oughy 
not to uſe Force againſt the true one. Your Words are theſe, 
T have ſaid ye are Gods. i. e. When they make uſe of their Power 
and Authority, to promote the Honour and Glory of God, in the 
Belief and practice of the true Religion, according to his revead 
will, and execute Judgment and Righteouſneſs equally and impar- 
tially: For otherwiſe they areb ut Menz and ſo much the worſe, and 
more dangerous, the more highly they are exalted (Let. p. 41.) Here 
then I deſire to know, what you mean by theſe Words the true 
Religion. Do you mean the Scheme of Religion, which each 
King or Prince thinks to be true; or do you mean ſome one 
Scheme of Religion, which is to be conſider d as abſolutely true, 
whether the Kings and Princes of the Earth thinł it to be true 
or not? If you mean the former, then I ſay, a Right in the 
Magiſtrate profeſſing the true Religion, to uſe Force againſt a 
falſe one, is a Right in every Magiſtrate, profeſſing Chriſtian 
Religion, in any given manner to uſe it againſt every other. 
And ſo Louis xiv. had as good Right to uſe Force againſt the 
Proteſtants in France, as the Legiſlature among us has'to uſe 
it againſt Papiſts, conſider d only as Perſons who err in Matters 
of Religion. But if by the true Religion you mean ſome one Scheme 
of Religion which is to be confider'd as abſolutely true, and 
think that that Prince, and he only, acts righteouſly, who uſes 
his Power and Authority, the Power of Force among the reſt, 
to promote the Belief and Practice of this true Religion, you do 
in Effect agree with St. Auſtin in Opinion, only ſubſtituting the 


Word Magiſtrate in the Place of the Word Church, which 


makes no Alteration in the Abſurdity of the Opinion. 
If this be your Sentiment, I do not indeed Wonder you are 
ſo Angry with me, for charging an Abſurdity upon that an- 
| venerable Father. (Let. p. 11.) But whether it be or 
no I cannot tell: You expreſs your ſelf ſo looſely and obſcurely, 
on every material Point, that I am much more at a Loſs to 
find out your Opinion, than, when found, to confute it. 
But that your true Opinion on this Point may appear, I beg 


you would be pleaſed to givea clear Anſwer to-this Queſtion. 
D 2 Did 
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Did Tonis xir. do well in competing the Proteſtants of France to 
return to the Communion of the Church of Rome ? Or, to bring 
the Scene nearer Home, which. poſſibly may in this Cafe have 
a difierent Effect from- what it has in moſt others, may make 
r Jadgmenton the Caſe more impartial ; Suppoſe the Deſigns 
e Years ago form'd in favour of the Pretender, had ſucceed- 
ed, and he were now on the Throne, and that notwithſtanding 
— . taken the Oath of Allegiance to him, and had given 
im no juſt Reaſon to ſuſpect your Loyalty, He ſhould order 
you to be ſuſpended ab officio & beneficio, or depriv d, or impriſon- 
ed, or other wiſe harras'd, to compel you to embrace the Romiſh 
Religion; Would he do right or no? Upon this Suppoſition, 
and God be thank d, tis now out of the Power of his greateſt 
riends to da more than make the Suppoſition,) He would be 
the Civil Magiſtrate, and coming in, as ſome would undoubt- 
edly ſay, by an indefeaſible Hereditary Right, he would be bound 
by no Laws; and tho the Romiſb Religion be in reality corrupt 
and falſe, a Heap of Nonſenſe and Abſurdity, yet I am confident 
thinks it tobe the true one, and the Proteſtant Religion He- 
reſie, becauſe neither his-own Intereſt, nor Mr. Leſeys Argu- 
ments could ever prevail on him even to diſſemble his 
Profeſſion. Now would it be his Duty, would it be lam. 
ful for him as God's Yice-gerent, entruſted with the Supreme 
Power, not only for the Preſervation of the Rights and Properties 
of Civil Society, but as a Guardian alſo of the true Religion and 
worſhip, ( Seve 41.) to compel you by any of the Methods I 
have mentioned, or any other, to be of his Religion ? Conſider 
I pray you, and give aclear determinate Anſwer to this Que- 
ſtion: For that, if any thing will oblige you to alter what I 
take to be your preſent Opinion. | & 2:0] 
And poſſibly you may then find it not quite ſo eaſy a Matter, 


as you think, to free this Text, as you have explain d it, ſrom that 


Inconventence, as you call it, to which I apprehend it to be liable 
with reſpe to Religion. This you attempt to do, (Let. p. 18, 
19.) But how? why truly, by miſtaking both the Queſt ion and 
the Argument; and then drawing Conſequences which, allowing 
you both your Miſtakes, do not, nor have ll any where ſaid they 
do follow. * 

You miſtake the Queſtion, For whereas at p. 22. 4to. p. 16. 8v0. 
of my Sermon from whence you here tranſcribe, very imperfect- 
ly, two Paſlages, I conſider Men's erroneous Opinions and Practi- 
ecs in Religion with Reſpect only to the Chriſtian Lap ; you ap- 
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pear to underſtand me, as if I there conſider d them ieh Reſpect 
to the Influence they may baue on the Civil State. How you 
came to make this miſtake, you beſt know, I am ſure I have 
given no Occaſion for it, becauſe tis as plain as any thing 
can be, that I there conſider Men's Opinions and Practices in 
Religion in the firſt View and that only ; and I do not begin to 
conſider them in the latter Light ſooner than (p. 32. 456. p. 23. 
$v0.) And yet that you have made this miſtake is moſt Ex ident 
from what you ſay (Let. p. 18.) Does it _— that 
we muſt give up our ſelves as 4 Prey to ſave our Neig s &c. 
But as you miſtake the Queſtion, ſo you alſo do che Argu- 
ment, and (whether negligently or by Deſign, I know not) you 
quote what 1 ſay imperfectiy. If you pleaſe to look at the 
Place again, You may ſee, that my Deſign there is to obviate 
2 Pretence made uſe of. by theAdvocates for Force in Matters 
of Religion, viz. That Puniſhments are to be Inflifed only on 
thoſe who are not Sincere, but on Evil Mottves, (I mean Pride, 
Obſtinacy and a Spirit of Oppoſition, &c.) adhere to miſtaken 
and Heretical Opinions. And the Anſwerl give to it conſiſts of 
ſeveral Particulars, which I have thrown together into a conti- 
nu'd Diſcourſe, for which Reaſon poſſibly you could not find 
them out, and therefore I'll now put them down in the ſame 
Words in the old trite way of . Firſt, Secondly and Toirdly. 

1. I fay then, Firſt that this pretence avails nothing, Be- 
cauſe it being impoſſible for Man who knows not the Heart, ro 


Diſt inguiſb certainly between a Pretence and a Reality, 77, m- 


nifeſt, that if a Right of puniſhing be at all allow'd, it _ be 
allow'd equally to all with Reſpect to all, i. e. Every one who differs 
from another has an equal Right, if he has the Power of the So- 


ciery in his Hands, to make War on every other on Account of this 
Difference. - 


2. I ſay Secondly that this, conſtlering the many Differences 
which actually ſubſiſt among Chriſtians, muſt introduce the wildeſt 
Diſorder and Confuſion. F 
3. I ſay Thirdly and Laſtly, That the uſe of this Method 
univerſally, cannot be in the whole for the Advantage of Truth, 
anleſs we ſhould ſuppoſe, what is contrary to Fact and Experi- 
ence, that Truth and Power always go together. For 
Prince who thinks his own Opinion true, has by theſe Principles a 
Right to puniſp thoſe who differ from him; And tit impoſſible to 
allow this Laberty to one Prince of one Religion in one Country, 
and not allow it to every Prince of every Religion, in every Chri- 
frtan Country under Heaven. Theſe 


. 
© Theſe Reaſons I offer to ſhew the weakneſs of that Pretence, 
_ That Puniſhments are to be Inflited on thoſe who are not Sincere, 
| ec. and they proceed on general fix'd Principles without any 
| as bo the Convenience or Neceſſities of any particular Nation 
or People. SI 
Now how do you underſtand this whole reaſoning? Why 
truly as a Prudential Argument that we muſt not uſe Force 
| againſt the Papiſts among us out of Compaſſion to our Prote- 
tant Neighbours 3 I ſuppoſe you thought I meant the Prote- 
ſtants of Tborn. For thus you argue, (Let. p. 18.) Shall we 
then admit a profeſs'd Enemy. into our Bowels, only to obtain 
ſome Reſpite and Refreſhment for our Neighbours, yet after all not 
be ſure even that will avail ? When a Neighbour's Houſe is on Fire, 
the Magiſtrate may lawfully order the next Houſe to be pull d 
down, to prevent 4 General Conflagration. But by what _ 
Jon think it proper or reaſonable* to recommend to the Subjects of 
this Kingdom, to run the hazard of having their own Houſes 
burnt, or their Families Maſſacred, for the ſake of the Subject: 
of other Dominions and Territories, I camot conceive, QC. 
From this Paſſage it appears to me plain that you 
thought my reaſoning there had been defign'd only with a View 
to the Proteſtants of Thorn: Indeed if it had been fo, I ſee no 
harm there would have been in it. For if the Principles of 
the Papiſts were as innocent with reſpect to our Government as 
theirs are with reſpect to the Government under which they Live, 
I cannot ſee how we could complain of their being denied the 
Exerciſe of their Religion or moleſted about it, if we refus'd 
to the Papiſts here any ſort of Toleration. I perceive indeed 
by what you ſay here, and in another place, (Let. p. 39.) That 
you are little diſpos'd even to wiſh or defire that any thing 
ſhould be undertaken to procure them Relief. As to other Na- 
tiont, you ſay, let every Country under Heaven govern themſelves 
45 they think fit by their own Laws and we by Ours, And poſſi- 
bly your Reaſon for this is, leſt you ſhould be forc'd to acknow- 
ledge that there is ſome Force in my Argument even as you 
underſtand it. But to rid you of this Fear, I tell you that my 
Argument would be as true, and concluſive as it now is, if 
there were not one Proteſtant at Thorn, or if thoſe that are 
there had never been Perſecuted : Be pleas'd to conſider it a- 
gain, and perhaps you may find it out. | 
I hope have now plainly ſhewn, that you have miſtaken both 
my Argument and the Queſtion to which it relates. But — 
— 4 . i po | 
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poſe L allow you both theſe Miſtakes, even this will do you no 
Service; For the Conſequences you draw, do not, nor have I 
any where ſaid they do follow; and that for this plain Reaſon, 
becauſe 'tis Poſſible and Practicabie to allow to Perſons who 
are, or are ſuſpected to be, Enemies of the Government, ſome 
Liberty of following even their Erroneous Conſciences, with- 
out giving up our ſelves as a Prey, without admitting thom into 


our Bowels, without running the hazard of having our own Hou- 


ſes Burnt or our Families Maſſacred. And ſince this is in it 
ſelf both Paſſible and Practicable, ſince alſo tis the utmoſt 
that I have any where even Iuſinuated, to be Reaſonable or 
Equitable with Regard to the Papiſfs among us; tis plain 
that taking both the Queſtion and Argument as you have miſta - 
ken them, thoſe Conſequences do not follow, which you ſet 
down, to make my Opinion appear odious and dangerous. 

The next thing you conſider (Let. p. 19.) is, whether the 
Text, as you have Explain'd it, is liable to any dangerous 
Inconvenience with reſpect to the Government. And here you 
do as you have done in the former Caſe, you either miſtake or 
miſrepreſent my Argument , and then draw a Conſequence 
from it which you think abſurd and invidious. 

The true State of the Argument is this. After I have from 
P. 20. top. 30. 4to. p. 14. to 21. 8v0. prov'd by many Arguments, 
That neither the Governours of the Church, nor the Croil Magi- 
ſtrate have any Right to uſe any ſort of Force to reſtrain or puniſh 
Men for their Opinions and Practices in Religion, conſider d only 
with reſpect to the Chriſtian Law, and have anſwered all the no- 


ted Objections againſt this Opinion; I come at p. 30. 47. p. 21, 
8v0. to draw from what has been ſaid this Conclution, That all 


Perſons in a Society, whoſe Principles in Religion have no ten- 
dency to hurt the Publick, have 4 Right to a Toleration: And if 
what I have before ſaid be true, the Reaſon I give for this Con- 
cluſion is a Demonſtration. Tis this; Becauſe: by the Suppoſition 
they are Guilty of no Offence againſt the State, and it has been 
prov'd, that the Magiſtrate has no right to uſe Force againſt them 
on any other Account. erg | 

The only Thing then which can be ſaid in Oppoſition to this 
Conclufion, is that the Suppoſition it ſelf is impoſſible, that on 
the contrary, al Differences in Religion hurt the State, and there- 
fore no publick Profeſſion of any Religion ought to be allow'd, but of 
that which has recetv'd the National Eſtabliſhment. This I had 
before obſerv'd (Ser. p. 13. 4to. p. 9. 8ve.) was the Notion of Mr, 
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Hobbes, and tis generally the Notion of thoſe who on Political 
Principles are Enemies to Toleration. For which Reaſon I pro- 


poſe it as an Objection to my Conclution (Ser. p. 31. 470. 
22. 8v0. ) And the Anſwer | give to it is two-fold. 
1. That the zeceſſary Conſequences of this Notion are abſurd 
and miſchievons, that it tends tojuſtify the Perſecution of Pro- 
reſtants in France, or in Poland, and even of Chriſtians, under 
a Mabomet an or Heathen Government. Now is this true, or 
is it not? And if it be true, is that Opinion from whence ſuch 
Conſequences neceffarily flow, abſurd or no? 
2. The other Anſwerl give is this, That they who Reaſon in 
this Manner, argue againſt Toleration, from thoſe evil Effect, 
which have been really owing to the Want of it. And my Reaſon 
for what 1 ſay follows; Becauſe where Men are oppreſs'd and 
ſecated on Account of their Religion, where a reaſonable Li- 
berty of following their Conſciences in Order to their eternal Sal- 
vation, is deny'd them, they cannot but be uneaſy and reſtleſs; in 
ſuch 2 Situation, they are eaſily diſpos'd to be Faftioas and Se- 
dittous, and to endeavour perhaps by violent Ways to free them- 
felves from the Toke which Calls aud Torments them: But then, 
(as | further obſerve, tho' you have not thought fit any further 
ro tranſcribe me) This Factions Spirit, is not ſo much occaſi- 
en'd their Religious Principles, as by the Severities us d againſt 
them, and the Remedy is not to increaſe the Severities, but en- 
tirely'to remove them, &c. (Ser. p. 31. 4to. p. 22. $0.) 
This Sir is the true State of the Argument in this Place; and 
how you have repreſented it? Why truly you have tranſcrib'd 
a Fart of my Anſwer to the Objection, and then add, that by 
_ this Rake Mahometiſm or Paganiſm may as well lay claim to 4 
Toleration, as Popery or any other Religion. And if this be, you 
fay, proper or convenient for a Miniſter of Chriſt to recommend to 
Chriſtian Magiſtrates, let the World judge. © 
Lougo on to prove that this is my very Senſe, as you very 
emphatically expreſs it. But if that will do you a Pleaſure, 
Hiſave you the trouble of proving this Opinion upon me, and 
will own it. I think a Mabometan or a Heathen Subject has as 
good Right to a Toleration in a Chriſtian State, as a Papiſt z 
Nay, one of them a better, and more undoubted Right, becauſe 
I know no Principle in ſober Heat heniſin, which renders a Man 
an Enemy to a Chriſtian Government; and this I rake to be the 
only Ground for denying a Toleration, to any Members of So- 
ciaty, howeyer millaken and abſurd their Opinions in Religion 
may be. But 
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Hut then 1 do not ſay or think, as you ſeem to underſtand 
me, that the only Reaſons to be given for ſuch a Toleration are, 
that otherwiſe Mabomet an or Heathen Governments would not 
tolerate Chriſtians ;, or that ſuch Perſons not being tolerated 
would be diſpos'd to Faction and Sedition: Nor are theſe Ar- 
-gumentsat all mentiou d with this View, but in Anſwer to an 
abſurd Opinion of Mr. Hobbes, and others, to which you your 
ſelf ſeem to be well enough inclin d. No! The true Reaſon, 
why ſuch Perſons ought to be tolerated is this, becauſe the Civil 
Magiſtrate has no Right to uſe Force againſt any Perſons on Ac- 
count of any Religious Principles, by -which the Publick Civil 
Intereſts of Society are nd way _ And this Reaſon is as 

good where the Number is ſmall, as where it is great; fo that 
if you pleaſe you may alter the Concluſion you make Les. 
p. 20.) and fay whether their Numbers be 45 conſiderable; as 
 thoſe.of Papiſts, or any other Hereticks or Schiſmatieks, or #0, 
4 Toleration of them would be not only juſtifiable, but according 
to the true Principles of Reaſon and Chriſtianity. Nereſſary, if 
their Religious Opinions be not dangerous to the Publick Peace. 
And yet I will not ſay, nor do I think that either Afahome- 
tant or Heathens ſnould be encourag d by a Propoſal of a Tolera- 


tion to come and ſettle in a Chriſtian Country: Nor do I ſee 


any Reaſon or Neceſſity there is; by a voluntary Offer of a To- 
leration to prompt any whimſical or deſigning Men to form nem 
Jecte, and multiply the Diviſions which are already too many 
among Chriſtians. But when Men are actually ſettled in a 
Country, and are on other Accounts entitled to-the Privileges 
of Subjects, be they Mabomet ans, Heathens, Heretichs, or Schif- 
maticks, if their Principles in Religion be inoffenſive to the Go- 
vernment, The Civil Magiſtrate has no Right to uſe Force 
againſt them on Account of their Religion. 91 

But whom do you here mean, by Hereticks or Schiſmaticks ? 
*Tis plain you mean ſome Perſons whoſe Numbers make the 
Toleration of them neceſſary z and therefore I do ſuſpect you 
mean by both, the Prozeſt ant Diſſenters of this Nation: For 
by what you hint (Let. p. 35. concerning our fifth Canon, I ſee tis 
a matter of ſome doubt” with you, whether a Separation from the 
Eſtabliſh'd Church be not the Hereſy ment ion d by St. Paul, which 
is ſuch as is ſaid to exclude from the Kingdom of God. II 
theſe be the Perſons whom you here mean, I ſhall only ſay 
this to you, that hard Words are no Arguments; they may and 
do irritate, but never will convince, any 5 than 3 


8 


C 34] 
and therefore twere full as good they were laid aſide. For my 
own Part, I neither approve nor defend the Separation of the 
Diſſenters from our 5 Church : But this I ſay, that if 
their Principles be innocent with regard to the State, the To- 
leration of them is neceſſary, not, only on the motives of Pru- 
dence, or Fear on Account of their Numbers, but becauſe the 
Civil Magiſtrate has no Right or Power to refuſe it, or Com- 
pel them to come in. N . * 
But 1 fear you'll be mighty Angry with me for what I hare 
faid about the Toleration of Mabometan or Heathbens ; and there- 
fore to moderate; if poſſible, your Wrath, Give me leave to 
put the following Caſe, which is not unlike one put by the 
* Locke in his firſt Letter concerning Tolera- 
tion. (4 * Ci 
Suppoſe that you with a conſiderable Numbet of Chriſtians 
were now in ſome where the Governmeat was in 
the Hands of ſober Heathens, who had tolerably juſt Notions 
of the Being of a God, and obſerv'd the known Rules of 
Natural Religion, but did not believe the Chriſtian Reve- 
lation ; And that the Prince of the Country ſhould ſend for 
ou and ask you this Queſtion. Is it the Duty of the Civil 
agiſtrate by Force to Compel any Perſons to embrace and pro—- 
feſs the true Religion? Pray what Anſwer would you give? 
According to your Principles you are oblig'd either in gene- 
ral to ſay that it is his Duty; Or to ſay that a Chriſtian Magi- 
rate ought to uſe Force againſt Heathens, but a Heathen one 
ought not to uſe it againſt Chriſtians, becauſe the Chriſtian Re- 
ligion is true, and the Heathen falſe. If you ſay the former, 
tis plain you could not complain if the next Minute he put 
you in Priſon, and compe#d you, in your Senſe of the Word, 
to Renonnce your Faith, becauſe in ſo doing he only exerciſes a 
Power which you your ſelf declare to be Lau: If you ſay 
the latter, you plainly go into St. Auftix's Opinion which I've 
already prov'd abſurd. _—_ _ 1. 
But, To paſs this by, from hence it muſt follow, that if in the 
Territories of this Prince the Civil Power ſhould at any time 
come into the Hands of Chriſtians, then the poor Heat bent, 
whom natural 2 would bly prompt to Tolerate Chri- 
ſians, mult not be Tolerate themſelves, but mult be 2 
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| in their Civil Rights and by Force Compe#'d to become Chrifti<. 
„whether they are convinc'd or no. Now how upon this 
Foor could this Prince in common Prudence conſent to Tolerate 
you in his Dominions? Is not this admitting « profeſs'd Enemy 
into bis Bowels (Let, p. 18.) an Enemy who as he has 
Power will certainly, nay uſe it againſt all thoſe of bis 
Religion ? But this is not Conſider what a Figure the 
Chriſtian Religion muſt make on this Suppolition. As long as 
the Heathbens have the Power, they muſt uſe the Chriſtians with 
Humanity, and allow them a Liberty of following their Con- 
ſciences, if they attempt nothing againſt the State: But aſſoon 
as the Civil Power comes into the Hands of Chriſtians, they 
. may, they ought to uſe thoſe with Crae/ty, who treated them 
with Humanity: They muſt Compel thoſe, who us'd no Com- 
pulſion againſt them: They muſt 7yrannize over the Conſci- 
ences of thoſe, who left theirs Free: They muſt find Adercy, 
and exerciſe Barbarity. Conſider, I beſeech you how horrid, 
and ugly a Figure the moſt Divine Excellent Chriſtian Reli- 
gion muſt make upon this Suppoſition; Upon theſe Principles 
*tis plain it is only tolerable when Oppreſs'd, but when velted 
with Power brings Ruin aad Deſtruction on innocent Perſons. 
And pet that this is plainly the Caſe, if that Anſwer, whichon 
our Principles muſt be given to the Heathen Prince's Queſtion 
true and Rational, every one muſt ſee who conſiders the whole 
Matter with any Attention. From whence it follows moſt 
evidently that this Anſwer is abſurd, and that the Contraditto- 
ry to it is the true one. viz. That the Civil Magiſtrate ought 
not to uſe Force againſt any Perſons, meerly on Account of their 
Religions Opinions, by which the Civil Intereſts of Society are np 
way affected, and conſequently, that a Chriſtian Magiſtrate - 
ought to tolerate even Heathens, if any ſuch were Inhabitants 
of his Country, becauſe there is no Principle in ſober Hea- 
theniſm, which renders a Man an Enemy to a Chriſtian Govern- 
ment and obliges him in Conſcience to endeavour it's Deſtruc- 
tion: If there be, the Caſe is chang'd, and I ſhall hereafter 
have occaſion to tell you my Opinion of it. 
1 You have already ſo often miſtaken my reaſoning, and ſeem 
ſo much diſpos d to think my Arguments proceed only on mo- 
tives of Prudence and Convenience, that tis poſſible you may 
here alſo miſtake me, and imagine the Force of my Argument 
to conſiſt in this, that on a ſuppos d Change of Government in 


the Dominipns of this Heathen Prince it would be ungraeful tho 
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the Chriſtians not to tolerate thoſe who before tolerated them. 
And therefore to prevent your running into this miſtake I tell 
you'this is not the only Foundation of my Argument: It lies 
much ſtronger and deeper, being grounded on the monſtrous 
mtolerable Abſurdities that follow on that wild Notion, that 
the Chriſtian Religion obl iges or empowers the Civil Magiſtrate 
to uſe Force againſt any Perſons.meerly on Account of Errors 
of any kind in Religion. Theſe Abſurdities in the Caſe I have 
now put, will, I hope, be viſible to every one, and therefore! 
thought it proper to put it, to try if poſſible, to moderate the 
Cenfures which hot unthinking Men may paſs on me for being 
difpos'd to ſhew more Mercy even to Heat bens or Malo me- 
tans, ſuppoſing them to hold no Principle dangerous to the 

Government, than their blind Zeal will ſuffer them to think is 
due to thei. | n 
If any one thinks fit to Argue as you do, (Let. p. 8.) 
in favour of the contrary Opinion from the Practice of 
the firſt Chriſtian Emperours and the Laws they made againſt 
Paganiſm ; All 1 need ſap is this, that theſe Laws do indeed 
ſhew how ſoon the Chriſtians, when in Power, departed from 
thoſe Principles, on which all the Famous Apologiſts for Chri- 
ſtianity to the Heathen Emperonrs, pleaded for Liberty and 
Freedom from Perſecution : But they are of no weight at all 
in'the Queſtion, before us, becauſe, as I fay in my Sermon 
. 24. 4 17. 80.) They only ſhew what in Fact has been 
done, and, it from Fact it were always Lawful to infer Right, 

every thing might be-prov'd'to be both Right and ogg. 
And now you may, if you think fit, repeat what you ſay 
(Tet. p. 19.) If this be proper or convenient for a Miniſter of 
Chrit, to recommend to Chriſtian Magiſtrates, let the world 
Judge, and gain (Let. p. 31.) Theſe are wonderful Conceſſions, at 
A very Critical quncture; by the former, Turk, Jew, or Atheiſt 
"may enter in, &c. But then give me leave to tell you, that if 
it beſo dangerous a Thing to have the Truth of theſe Matters 
known, you are the Cauſe of it, not I. I do not fay any Thing 
of Atheiſts in my whole Sermon, Nor is there one Principle in 
t Nom whence you or any one elſe can conclude that I think 

they ought to be tolerated. Fe K c 
I think indeed that even an Atheiſt ought not by Force to be 
compell d to profeſs a Belief of the Being of God, becauſe tho 
nothing is more certain, than that there is a God, yet Forte 
dr Pumſpment can never Conviace a Man of the Truth of that or 
- - | any 


[37 ] 
any Thing elſe, But I do not think that one who profeſs hints 
ſelf an Atheiſt ought to be tolerated in any Society. His Caſt 
js entirely different from that of all others. © Whoever believes 
there is a God, and that he is oblig'd to obey his, i. e. what” he 


thinks to be his, will, may plead this Obligation as a Reaſon 


for profeſſing his Opinions and acting according to them.” But 
en the Atheiſt cannot have; he cannot ſay he is oblig'd to 
profeſs his Opinion, in order to obtain the Favour, or avoid 
the Wrath of the Supreme Being, whoſe Exiſtence he denies, 
and therefore if he profeſſes an Opinion ſo deſtructive to Socie- 
ty, the Magiſtrate may and ought to command him to defift, 
and if he does not, he may puniſh him for it as he pleaſes; Nay 
further, if a Man be known to be an Atheiſt, he ought not to 
be ſuffer d in a Society, becauſe where the Obligations of Re- 
ligion do not take place, there can be no Security againſt a Man's 
injuring others, whenever his Luſt or private Advantage prompt 
him to it, and he can hope to eſcape the Laſh of the Civil 


Power. | 


This, Sir, is my Opinion upon the Caſe of Atheiſts, nor is 


there any Thing in it or in my Sermon from whence you can 


with the leaſt colour of Reaſon infer, that according to me, 
they ought to be zo/erated, and therefore how you come to 
make this Inference, I cannot tell, unleſs you have learn d 
among the reſt of your Latin, this Maxim, Calumniare fortiter, 
& aliquid adbærebit. Whether you are acquainted with this 
Maxim or no, I am ſure you write as if you were, for which, 
the worſt T ſhall ſay to you, is, I pray God to forgive uus. 

But as I have ſaid nothing in favour of - Atherſts, ſo neither 
have I in my Sermon recommended the Toleration of Mahom& 
tans or Heathens : I drew no ſuch Inference, nor had I occaſion 
to do it; and therefore, as I faid before, if it be ſo dangerous a 
Thing to have the Truth of this Matter known, you are the 
Cauſe of it not I. I on freely I ſee no Harm in publiſhing it. 


For there is no great Danger that Men who differ in their Re- 
ligious Opinions will be diſpos'd to ſhew too much Lenity one to 


the other, | 

In your next Paragraph (Ze. p. 20.) you begin your Remarks 
on the Application I make of the general Doctrine to a parti- 
cular Cafe, which are continu'd for ſeveral Pages. And ſince this 


Application is what I perceive has moſt mov'd your Indigna- 


tion, and occaſion'd your endeavouring by all poſſible Methods 


to raiſe a Clamour againſt me, I ſhall here diſtincti _ 
t 


- 
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it, and take Notice of the ſeveral kind and charitable Remarks 
you make on it or me, as they fall in my Way. 

According to the Principles laid down in my Sermon, all thoſe 
of the Church of Rome among us, are to be conſider d either as 
_ Perſons profeſing a falſe or r Religion, or as Perſons main- 
tainixg certain Dackrinet, which are really dangerous to all, but 
#/pectally to. Proteſtant Governments, Now, | 
If we conſider them in the firſt Light, it appears from what 
has been there aid, that 20 Church, no Magiſtrate bas any 
Right or Power to uſe Force againſt them. This I ſay in my Ser- 
ng 41. 4to. p. 29. 8v0.) and I repeat it now again; tis true 
and I have prov'd it to be fo, by Arguments which you have 
not attempted to Anſwer. ; | 
But you ſay the Romiſþ Religion is a Falſe, Superſtitions and 
Jdolatrous worſhip, (Let. p. 36.) I grant it: And yet I remember 
to have heard, that at the latter End of the late Reign, many 
Perſons did openly maintain, that it was much better to be a 
Papiſt than a Presbyterian. But what tho' the Romiſb Religion 
be thus Falſe, Superſtitions and 1dolatrons ? Does it. follow, 
that the Civil Magiſtrate has a Right or Power to uſe Force, 
External Force or Coercion of any kind againſt thoſe who are of 
this Religion, -meerly on this Account, that it is Falſe, Super- 
Pitious or even 1dolatrous ? prove that if you can, and then you 
may indeed ſay they have no Right to any Toleration. But if 
this cannot be prov'd, it muſt be neceſſarily true, that in the 
Light we now conſider them, they have a Right to ſome Tole- 
ration; for this, upon the removal of Force, neceflarily follows. 
But the Church of Rome by the Principles of their Religion, 
_ are bound to perſecute Proteſtants ; and ſhould they ( ſay you in 
= your Addreſs to the Proteſtants of this Kingdom (Let. p. 42.) 
for the Puniſhment of our Sins ever prevail over us, may you 
be fore d in vain to ſue to them for that Toleration, which by the 
Pranciples of their Religion they are bound to deny, and either re- 
cant or go to a Stake for your preſent Indolence and Indulgence. 
Let us grant all this, and what follows ? why therefore they 
| ought to be perſecuted. Is this Conſequence Rational? Is jt 
.4 Chriſtin? certainly No: If they be a Generation that curſeth 
| 4 their Father, and doth not bleſs their Mother, (you probably 
gveſs what I mean) the Chriſtian Law obliges all Men not to 
Fader Evil for Evil, or railing for railing, but contrariwiſe Bleſ- 
* „ing, 1 Pet. i. ii. . 95 By 
| t 
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But for whatought they to be perſecuted? Is it becnuſe they 
unhappily maintain the Lamfulneſi or Duty of others? 
or ls it becauſe the Principle of Self- ers and 
obliges all Men to take Care, that they whoſe Principlesin Re- 
ligion diſpoſe them to uſe Force againſt others, may not have 
it in their Power to uſe it? If you fay the former, you mult - 
give me leave to tell you, this comes mighty im ly from 
an Advocate, for moderate and wholeſome Reſtraints, by which 
I cannot tell but you mean every Sort or Degree of Puniſh- 
ment leſs than Death. (r) For upon this Principle, you your 
ſelf and all who agree in Opinion with you, may lawfully be 
erſecuted by thoſe who differ from you in Matters of Religion, 
if ever they ſhould get the Power into their Hands, But let it 
come from whom it will, I ſay, that to perſecute a Man, meer- 
ly becauſe he thinks it lawful to perſecute others, and would 
it if he could, abſtracting from all Conſideration that poſſibly 
he may hereafter have Power to do it, is to act in direct Oppo- 
ſition to the Command given us by St. Peter already mention'd, 
and by St. Pas / 1 Theſ. v. 15. See that none render Evil for 
Evil unto any Man, and by our bleſſed Saviour himſelf, Mat. 
v. 44. Love your Enemies, bleſs them that curſe you, do good to 
them that hate you, and pray for them which deſpitefully uſe you, 
and perſecute you, But if you ſay the Latter, I Anſwer that 
this, however true in it ſelf, does not relate to the preſent Caſe: 
For here the Ground of Perſecution or of refuſing 4 Toleration, is 
not becauſe Men adhere to a Falſe, Superſtitions and Idolatrous 
Worſhip, but becauſe they own and maintain — dange- 
rous to, and deſtructive of, the common Welfare of the Society. 
What Treatment the Papiſts of this Kingdom deſerve on this 
laſt Account, I ſhall hereafter conſider: But this I ſay, and I 
have prov'd it in my Sermon, that if we conſider them only as 
Perſons profeſſing a falſe, corrupt, 1dolatrous Religion, without 
regard to the bad Influence any of their Principles may have on 
the publick Safety, zo Church, no Magiſtrate has any Right or 
Power to uſe Force againſt them, they are intitled to ſome . 
of a Toleration. IE 
All that the Church or the Magiſtrate can or onght to do 
with them on this Suppoſition, beſides them out of 
Places of Truſt or Profit, is in a Aur ai and Chriftian Way to en- 
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_ Suſpetted: Therefore the Scheme I propoſe for the Sec 
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deavonr their -Corverfiovy. And in Order to ſet forward this 
good Work, I took the Liberty juſt to give hints (and to do 


more in that great and Honourable Aſſembly, before whom I 
 Jpokedid not become me, to give hints I ſay ) of ſome Methods 
Avhich-in my Opinion might not without ſome hopes of Succeſs be 
vs d for this End (Ser. p. 48. 49. 4to. p. 35. 890.) Theſe Methods 
I perceive you do not like. You fay (Let. p. 22.) That the 


Scheme 1propoſe for the Converſion of the Papiſts and the Security 


¶ the Government is inconſiſtent, But how Inconſiſtent? Are 
the Methods I propoſe for the Converſion of the Papiſts Incon- 


ent with the Security of the Government? or are they Incon- 
with-my own Principles, or one with the other ? Orare 


they Jnconſiſtent on this Account, that the Uſe of them is like- 


ly tomake or continue Men Papiſts, inſtead of Converting them? 


Whieb of theſe you mean, or whether you mean them all, I 


profeſs I cannot certainly ſay. But Ill endeavour to find out 


your: Meaning as well as I can. If in any Point I miſtake, I 


pe you ll Pardon me, and do me the Juſtice to believe my miſ- 
take is not wilful or affecteeeemgc. 42 
In my Sermon (p. 41. 40. p. 34. 8 vo.) I ſay, The beſt and moſt 
effetiual Miet bod that can be made uſe of to ſecure the Government 
aint Papiſts, wauld be, if paſſible, to convert them; 1 do not 
mean, barely to bring them. to an out ward Profeſſion of the Pro- 
teſt ant Religion; For ſuch Conuerſions without inward Convic- 
tion, inſtead of being aſeful to the Publick, burt it : They do not 
deſtroy their Inclination, and they give them greater Power to do 
Aiſchief. Pray how or with what is this inconſiſtent ? Is not 
every Word of it true? Is it not true, that the beſt Method to 
ſecure the Government from Papiſts, is ſo to convert them that 
there may be no Papiſts remaining? Can an outward Profeſſion 
of the Proteſtant Religion without inward Convittion, be with 
any Propriety call'd a Converſion ? Does ſuch a Converſion de- 
ſtroy any Man's Jaclination; and does it not give him greater 
Power to do Michief ? And yet this is one of the Paſſages of 


in Sermon which you quote to prove the Iucanſiſtency of my 


And how do you attempt to prove it? Why you ſay (Let. 
p. 22.) From bence ariſe two Queſtiont. Firſt who can know the 
Secress of the Heart lut God alone ? &c, Excellent reaſoning | 


Vol alone can know the Secrets of the Heart, for which Rea- 


ſon Converts who make 4 Solemn Recantation ought not to be 
rp 
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of the Government, by making the Papiſts ſincere Convefts 
is inconſiſtent; This, Sir, if any, muſt be your Concluſion; 
And what Connexion there is between ſuch Premiſſes and 
ſuch a Concluſion, He muſt have more Judgment or ears than 
I have, who is able to «diſcover. + | A ts 

But 1s that, | ſay you, the Way to make more Conyerts * 
(Let. p. 22.) Pray what ſort of Converts do you mean, rea 
or difſembled'? If you mean rea! ones, I ſay that a pru- 
dent Caution in trying or judging of the Sincerity of 
Gonverts, never did, nor can it reaſonably be ſuppos'd it 
ever will, divert any one Man who is convinc'd in his Heart 
of the Falſhood of the Romiſh Religion from profeſſing him- 
ſelf. a Proteſtant nor will it hinder thoſe 'who are other- 
wiſe well-diſpos'd to enquire into both Religions, from mak- 
ing this Enquiry. No! The Advantages to which Converts: 
are entitled by the Laws relating to Property, &c. (which 
Laws you cannot, I am ſure, ſay I have any where impeach- 
ed See Ser. p. 38. 40; p. 27.8v0.) will at all Times be Motives 
ſufficient to influence ſuch Perſons 3 and they have it alſo in 
their Power to give — Proofs of their Sincerity. 
But if you mean difſembled- Converts, I own freely to you I 
* amnot for encreaſing their Number. And 1 have given my 
Reaſon for it. For ſuch Converſions do not deftroy Am f In- 
clination, and they give tbem greater Power to do Miſchief 3 
They do not deſtroy their Inclination todo Miſchief, becauſe 
by the Suppoſition, they are really under the Influence of their 
eld Principles, and they give them greater Power, becauſe being 
in the Eye of the Law, Proteſtants, they have a Right to have 
Arms, Horſes, &c. and à Capacity alſo of being admitted in- 
to all Places of Truſt or Power in the State. ; 
But ſuppoſing them; ſay you ( Let. p. 23.) to be bad as you re- 
Preſent them; Suffer the Tares to grow with the good Wheat 

till the Harveſt, The Lord of the Harveſt only has the Prerq a+ 

Tive to eee between them. This, Sir, from you, is e- 
tremely ſürprizing. For either I have ſaid that ſome Converts 
are not fincere; or I have not If I have not ſaid ſo, where is 
my Crime? What Reflexion have I made on them? Or how 
have I invaded the Prerogative of God, by pretending to 
know the Secrets of the Heart? But if I have ſaid that ſome 
Converts are not ſincere, then to ſuppoſe them to be as bad 
as 1 repreſent them, is to ſuppoſe them to be not ſincere, and 
upon this Suppoſition you ſay * the Tarts, &c. 


But 


Can Þ 

+ But what! Muſt Hypocrites and Occafional Conformifls be 
ſoffer'd to grow up? Muſt ic be unlawful, F do not fay to 
iſh them or lay them under any moderate or wholeſome Re- 
ants, but even to intimate a Suſpicion of their Inſincerity 
or Hypocriſy ? And muſt a Company of poor W retches, un- 
happily bigotted to a falſe and corrupt Religion, who: ho- 
neſtiy refuſe to difſemble their Profeſſion, even to free them-' 
ſelves from many Inconveniences, and to procure the Enjoy- 
ent of thoſe Privileges which other Subjects are entitled to, 
Muſt they be compell d and have Force ufd agamſt them ? For 
what? Is it for the publick Safety > Why twould be plainly. 
for the publick Safety, that ſuch Converts, as we are now 

ſpeaking of, - continu'd under the fame: Incapacities that Pa- 
piſts do. Is it then for their Religion 2 The Religion of 
both is in Reality the ſame : But one Sort profeſs what they 
think, and act accordingly : The other profeſs and act directly 
contrary to their Judgment and Conſeience; and in this and 
this alone, is the Foundation laid of that mighty Difference 
you would have made between them: Thoſe who err perhaps 
ivincibly, and honeſtly act according to their erroneous Con- 
ſiences muſt be compell d and feverely treated: But as for 
thoſe who think the fame Way in Reality, and on the Mo- 
tives of temporal Iutereſt, diſſemble their Thoughts, and acx 
againſt the Conviction of their Conſciences, we muſt not pu- 
nin them, we muſt not cenſure them, God alone knows 
the Secrets of the Heart, we muſt not even intimate 4 Sujpts 
cion of their Inſiucerity. 1402 5 
- And to prove that nothing of this Kind ought to be 
dene, you make Uſe of a Text of Scripture, which is a much 
better Argument againſt puniſhing thoſe who err in Matters 
of Religion, than any you have produc'd for it; Nay tis a 
Text which St. Auſtin, for whoſe Authority you have ſo great 
a Regard, explains and applys to this Purpoſe (f). And 
yet notwirhſtanding this extraordinary Texderneſs to one Sort 
of Men, and Severity to another, which appears in your 
Letter, I will not fay you are znconfffent with your (ef 
For you who are of Opinion, that if oA Popiſh ors bad. 
not buen conſtr ain d by Penal Laws, our Churches had perhaps 
been fil d oniy with HTPOCRITES and OCCASIONAL 
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CONFORMISTS, (Let. p. 5.) may very well be inclin'dto 


think, that all Perſons, whom our Laws have made Converts 
are good Proteftants, however ſtrong Suſpicions there may be 
x0 a | * 1 

But as I differ from you in your former Opinion, ſo I alſo do 
in the latter. I do not indeed doubt but there are ſome ſincere 
Converts from the Romiſh Religion, I know ſome my ſelf whom 
Itake'to be as good Proteſtants as any in the Kingdom; but I 
cannot ſay I believe them all to be ſo; Nor is my Suſpicion 
of them grounded only on this, that poſſibly they have Di 
penſations, tho I have heard there are ſuch Diſpenſations, and 
my Information came from a Zealous Convert, who died a Pa- 
pit. But I have other and better Reaſons for my Suſpicion, 
and they are the ſame which have, as I am inform d, influenc'd 
the Honour able HOUSE OF COMMONS to prepare Heads 
of a Fill for Remedying the Evils which in future Time may 
ariſe from ſuch Converfons, I need not mention theſe Reaſons, 
they ate already ſufficiently known. Nor do I think it becomes 
me either to mention many ä Facts, which are fallen 
within my -own Notice, when 1 have, as I often have been, 
call'd on to receive thoſe, who deſir'd to renounce the Errors 
Popery into the Church 3 or to caſt Genera Reflect iaus, whict 
may be extended further than L mean them, and ſo be injurious 
to Gentlemen of this Denomination, whom I verily believe to 
zZ 
Give me leave {you plain Facts. A you 
Man came to me one Day with his Father, who deſir d to re- 
nounce the Errors of After ſome Diſcourſe with the 
old Man, the intereſted Motives of whoſe Converſion I plainly 
ſaw, I ask'd the Son what Religion he was of. He told me he 
was a Catholiek, but he intended to be a Proteſtant. Why then, 
faid I, do you not make your Recaut ation? Sir, ſays he, my Ma- 
ter, who by the way is himſelf a Convert, tells me *twill be 
time enough two Years hence when I am out of my time. 
The other Fact is this. A Perſon, whoſe appearance ſpoke 
him a Gentleman (his Name I know not, if 1 did, I would 
publiſh it) apply d to me deſiring I would receive him into the 
Church. On diſcourſing with him I found him extremely ig - 
norant of all Religion, and obſerv'd that he did not much care 
to diſcourſe on the Points in Controverſy between us and tlie 
Church of Rome, but was if mighty haſte to make his Recay- 
Fation. For theſe Reaſons, the _ not bein gan Inhabitant of 
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my-Fariſh, I excus d my ſelf, and deſir d him to apply in the 
proper Place. He preſs d me moſt importunately, and at laft | 
when I perſiſted in my Refuſal, he offer d me Money. 
Now pray Sir, what Opinion am I to have of the Sincerity 
of ſuch Converts? Might I not, think you, without 
ing to know the Secrets of the Hearts, have ſaid | ely 
that al Converts were not Sincere, when I had ſuch Inſtances to 
prove it? And yet I only intimated my Suſpicions and left 
the Matter, as I ought to do, to be further conſider'd, by thoſe, 
to whom the care of the Publick properly belongs. And for 
this you accuſe me of uſurping the Province of God, and pr 
7 nouncing a Judgment concerning the Thoughts and lia, Ti 
{if the Heart, (Let. p. 23. 
ö But poſſibly you think it to be for the lntereſt of the State 
to encourage Converts either Real or Diſſembled : This I ro 
is an Opinion, which pretty commonly prevails, and therefore 
J think it not amiſs to give my Sentiments of it: Which 
are theſe ; that if 4 Converts breed their Children Proteſt ants, 
I grant that all Converſions are uſeful. But if they ſuffer their 
Children to be Educated Papiſts, as tis certain many of them 
do, 1 confeſs freely tis my Opinion, that a Thouſand of ſuch 
;Eonverſions ſignify nothing: Inſtead of leſſening, they enereaſe 
our preſent Danger, and they cannot be of any the leaſt uſe to 
Poſterity. 

And thus I have done with this extraordinary Part of your 
Letter about Converts, only this one thing more give me leave 
to take Notice of. You mention (Let. p. 22.) the Solemn Re- 
cantation they are oblig d to make according to the preſerib d 
Office of our Church. Now — where is this Office proeri's 
by our Church? For really I know of none ſuch. There is in- 
deed a Form for receiving lapſed Proteſtants, and reconciling 
converted | Papiſts, uſually printed at the latter End of the 
large Common - Prayer. But I know of no Publick Authority 
either Civil or Eccleſiaſtical which has preſcrib d this Form. 

And I thought you knew theſe things better, than to be guilty 
of ſuch a Miſtake. However the Reaſon of my taking No- 
ice of it, is not to Triumph over you for your Ignorance, or 
Careleſneſs, but to take this opportunity of ſaying; that in my 
Opinion that Form is by no means ſuch as it ought to be, and 
that it were much to be wiſh'd that thoſe to whom the care 
of ſuch Matters properly belongs, would conſider of and Eſta- 
blith one that is eee 4 $49 o "xt 
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The next thing you inſiſt on to prove my Scheme inconſiſlent, 
is this; That I ſay, the beſt. and moſt effectual way to ſecure-the 
Government would be to convert the Papiſts, and yet am for als 
lowing their- Prieſts to ſtay among them who will always continue 
to confirm them in their Blindneſs and Obſtinacy. This I take to 
be your meaning in what you ſay (Let. p. 23, 240 and the 
Anſwer I ſhall give to it is this- - 3 4%. > 
1. That if thoſe who are now Papiſts, will continue Papi, 
as long as they have Prieſts among them, they will always con- 
tinue ſo, becauſe they will always have Pr:efts, whether they 
are allow'd or no, and tis impoſſible to drive them al away 
without Laws ſo Sanguinary, as probably the Legiſlature will 
not by you be Influenc'd to make, and if made, will never be 
Executed, But, 7 4] > » *c 
2. Suppoſe the Prieſts were all driven away, does it follow 
that the Papiſts will come to our Churches? Why yes, you 
compel them, and ſo they muſt bear you, But what if they 
ſhould hear, and yet not believe? For, to uſe your own Words, 
(Let. p. 24.) which really I don't ſee the Force of, tho! poſſibly 
you may; Dotb nat the Prophet ſay, who hath believed aur 
5 7 And how ſhall they be convinc d by Proofs out of Ho- 
y Scripture, tho' they do bear them, if they ſtill think them- 
ſelves oblig d to underſtand them in that Senſe only in which the 
Church of Rome has interpreted them ? ( Let. p. 24.) Perhaps you 
would alſo prohibit 22 pain of Death their reading any Books - 
written in defence of the Romaſb Religion. This indeed might 
do ſomething. But then this is plainly to do, what we migh- 
tily accuſe the Church of Rome for doing, tis to prohibit-alf 
fair Enquiry, or Examination; and yet unleſs this be dene, 
they may be as ready, as they now are,toAnſwer that they believe, 
as the Church believes, &c. (Let. p. 24.) and continue for 
ever wy and rivetted in their preſent Superſtition and-Er- 
Tors. ut, | | . EX 3% 
3. Togive you a yet further Anſwer to your Objection, 1 
fay that the publick allowance of Przeſts would be fo far from 
hindering the Converſion of Papiſts, that twould be one very 
probable means to promote it. „ 4 | 
Iam very far from Arraigning or Impeaching any Laws Eſta» 
bliſh'd by Authority: I never have done it, nor will I. I know 
*tis my Duty to Obey, and not to preſcribe to my Superiors, 
But this I hope I may ſay without any offence, that thoſe Priefts 


ho are now. in great Numbers among us, and will be ſo, whate 


ever 
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L 46 J 
erer Laws are ſhade to the contrary, do make uſe of thiſe very 


Laws which are made againſt them, not only to hinder the Con 


2 


of Papiſts, but alſo to gain Proſektes. 

thus they argue, The Proteſtants know we are in the 
Right, and therefore they make Laws to binder us even from 
io Bhat of our Religion. Tf we bad the Privilege of 


Conferences with them, we 2 eafily prove the Truth of our 


«wu de , and the Fulſbood of theirs. This they bw very 
— they lay us under ſo ſevere Reſtr gint s _ = 

—1 appear, much leſs ſpeak or diſpute with them : If we coul 
< 208 your ſebves would ſoon find they bave not hing to ſay. That che 
Remi Priefts do apply themſelves in this manner to weak 
9 Imy ſelf know, and if there were occaſion, can prove 
jonable Evidence. Nay, this was the Artifice 
which one of thoſe Friers, as you call them, with whom, after 
much difficulty about theſe Laws, I begun a Conference, made 
uſe bf to avoid me, and to quiet thoſe whoTeem'd diſpos'd toen- 
quirethroughly'into the Grounds of their Religion. 
Two Meetings we had, and I never could get a Third, tho 
I preſsd him by Mefſages, writ to him, to 
Bonds of Ten Thouſand Pounds, that a Hair of his Head 
ſhould not be 'touch'd 3' Nothing "would do. He made me in- 
greed ſome V iſits privately,” and as the Manner of ſuch Men 
he gave a moſt falſe Account ofour Converfation. But he 
ver would conſent to Diſcourſe with-me in the Preſence of any 
— either Papiſts or Proteſtants, His Reaſon was, he was 
aid of the Laws, and this Pretence he laid hold off, both to 
oi m, and fix thoſe Papiſts who began to Waver. For when 
me of them at my Inſtance went to him, urg'd him to conti- 
nue the Conference, and threaten'd that if he did not, they 
would leave him, be told them that be could indeed eaſily ma- 
ware me, but be was afraid ofthe Laws 4 the Thing would malt 
a Noiſ?, and his Superiors would Cenſure him; that they were un- 
Joubtedly now of ' the — __ but 1 5 RE Men 
T might poſſibly Stagger them in their Faith, fince not 
— ff me, and therefore under Pain of Excommunica- 
tion, cer they muſt never come near me. And ſo I heard no 
more of them. 

Thus theſe Men, who really to me appear'd well enough diſ- 
beg to lend an Ear to Inſtruction, unhappily loſt all Benefit of 

Nor have I any doubt, but the ſame Thing has 
Wenn Whether it be in the whole 


more 
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| more likely-Method to advance the Proteſtant Religian, to fur. 
| niſh the Prieſts, who are come and will continue to come into 

this Kingdom, whatever Laws be made to the c , with 
a plauſible Pretence to influence weak People, and at the ſame | 
| Time avoid holding Conferences with the Clergy, or other Per- 
ſons of Senfe and Learning; or to take away this Pretence, and 


allow. them the Privilege of free Debate? Whether the Allo w- - 
ance of à certain Number of Romiſh Prieſts, may be conſitent 
with the publick Safety, I ſhall 5 ire; But if that 
be thrown out of the Caſe, and the Queſtion be put, which is. 
| the moſt likely Method to increaſe the Number of Cos 
verts to the Proteſtant Religion, tis eaſily determin d 2 For what 
can be a more likely Way to convince Men of the Falfhood of 
their Religion, than to let them ſee clearly and fully, that their 
moſt learned Men, 8 and free Liberty of Debate, are 
utterly unable to ſay any Thing material in Defence of it? 
While ou are upon this Point, you take occaſion to tell me 
in Effect, That I argue like a Jeſuite, and an avow'd Advocate. 
for. Popery. Leſt, ſay you (Let. p. 24.) they ſhould want Eu- 
fions of their own, do not you Labour (as much as in you lies)tofur- 
niſh them with a clear and ready Anjwer, ſuch as uv ESUIT 
in the World can An,? And again, (Let. p. 26.) Can any the 
moſt auow'd Advocate for Fopery, argue more ſtrongly for the 
Errors and Corrupt ions of that Religion? Very bad this, if it 
de true | But how do you prove it ? Why by tranſcribing two. 
long Paſlages out of different Parts of my Sermon, (with an Al- 
teration of Part of one of them to make it Nonſenſe) in which I 
argue, for the Right of private Judgment in Oppoſition to humane 
Authority, either of the Church or AAsgiſtrate. The Pallages 
themſelves are ſomewhat too long to tranſcribe, but whoevec 
will be at the pains to read them, as they ſtand in , my Sermon, 
(2.15. & 35» 4. b. 11. & 25. 820.) will calily find this to be 
the Meaning of them. And for this Tam told that I argue 
like a Jeſuur, like an 4vow'd Advocate for Papery; and I am told 
fo by an Advocate for Perſecution. I will not indeed. ſay you 
argue like a Jeſuit ;, for Feſuits are a ſubtle Kind of Aden, who 
manage a very bad Caufe with great Skill and Dexterity. But 
this is moſt certain, your Principles are much nearer ally d to 
theirs, than any 1 have advanc d in my Sermon. And when once 
the Papiſts come to argue, as, you fay, I have taught them 
even in Defence. of, their Errors, 1 thall really think them in a 
rery fair Way, of quiccing chem. ; becauſe before they * 


C 
they mut renounce the Doctrine of the Infalhbility of the Church;” 
which is the main Foundation ofall their Errors. 

The Paſſage of my Sermon which you have altcr'd, fo as to 
make it Nonſenſe, is this. I ſay ( Ser. p. 15. 470. p. 11. 95.) 
That to puniſh a Man for not following and obeying a Guide who 
they Jay cannot poſſibly err, is certainly more n. Sd than to 
puniſh him for not following one who may err, and conſequently 
miſlead him. And you have alter d it thus. to puniſh 4 Man, 
Sc. is:certainly more unreaſonable, than to puniſh him for fol- 
lowing, Ce. (Let. p. 26.) Whether this be your own Fault, or 
your” Printer's or ector's, I cannot ſay. But Nonſenſe 
wy is, and tis none of my Mine; you muſt find an Owner for 


But on Account of this Paſfage and whiat goes before, you 
ask me (Let. p. 26.) It this within the Senſe of «he Twentiech Ar- 
ticle ? And afterwards you tell me, If this be in my Opinion the” 
Caſe of our Church, it would have been more ingenuous to ſpeak aut 
than inſinuate it. Truly I think I have already (er. p. 15. 470. 
p. IT. 8 vo.) ſufficiently ſhewn what I think to be the Meaning 
of the Twentieth Article, and what I think is not fo. But ſince,” 
I had ſpoken more clearly, you would have thought it incum- 
bent (on you, 1 ſuppoſe you mean if you underſtand Engliſh) to 
few the Fallacy of my Reaſoning, I'll endeavour to do it if I can. 

The Words of the Article are theſe, for you have not been ex- 
act in ſetting them down. The Church hath Power to decree 
Rites or Ceremonies, and Authority in Controverſies of Faith : 
And yet it is not lawful for the Church to ordain any Thing that 
is contrary to God's Word written, neither may it ſo expound one 
Place of Scripture, that it be Repugnant to another ; wherefore 
altho the Church be a Witneſs, and a Keeper of Holy Writ, yet as 
it oaght not to Decree any Thing againſt the ſame, ſo beſides the 
fame? ought it not to enforce any Thing to be believ' d for neceſſity of 
Salvation. Now theſe Words Authority in Matters of Faith, 
have been variouſly underſtood. For this Reaſon, in my Ser- 
mon (p. 15. 450. p. 1 1. Svo.') I have mentioned two Expoſiti- 
ans of them, both which the Words will well bear, and they 
ſeem indeed to be moſt agreeable both to Reaſon and Scripture, 
and therefore I ventur'd to affirm; that one or both of theſe 
muſt be the Meaning of theſe Words in our Article. 
But ſome Divines have nded theſe Words ſo, as from 
them toprove an Authority in the Church to zmpoſe, and an O- 
bligation on all Men to receive and obey-its Decitions in * 

K | 0 


of Faith without enquiring whether they are agreeable to God's 
Word or no. Now ſuch an Authority as this the Church of 
England it ſelf does not lay Claim to, and they who endeavour 
to ground it on this Article, run into an Abſurdity greater than 
that of the Church of Rome. For either this Authority is abſolute 
or not; Now it cannot be ſaid that it is abſolute ; For that is 
to contradict the Clauſe of the Article which immediately fol- 
lows's And yet it is not Lawful, &c. And if it be allow'd not 
ro be abſolute, If conſequently the Church may err in it's de- 
ciſions in matters of Faith, and yet all Perſons are bound to 
acquieſce in, and obey them, without enquiring whether they are 
agreeable to God's Word or no, and are liable to be puniſh'd if 
they do not, then I ſay, what I ſaid before; Firſt that this is to 
afſert a Power in the Church either Legiſlative or Judicial to 

determine Authoritatively in Matters of Faith, and the Scheme 

is nonſenſe without it; becauſe there muſt of neceſſity be ſome. 
Power either Legiſlative or Judicial where-ever there is a Power 

of Coercion. For which Reaſon I ſay Secondly, that this Hypo- 
theſis falls in directly with the Romiſb, only with this differ= 

ence, that they, i. e. The Church of Rome, maintaining an in- 
fallible Spirit in the Church, are really the leſs abſurd of the 
two; for to puniſh a Man for not following and obeying a 
Guide, who, they ſay, cannot poſſibly err, is certainly more 

reaſonable, than to puniſh him for not following one who may 

err and conſequently. miſlead him. I hope I have now ſpoken 

plain enough, and that you will think it incumbent to ſhew me the 

fallacy of my Reaſoning. - But as to your ſmart Remark, Phyſician 

2 thy ſelf, I have nothing to ſay, but that I do not under- 

Ihe next thing you here take Notice of is, that Paſſage 

(Ser. p. 48. 4to. p. 35. 8 vo.) where I ſpeak of the Support and 

1 of the Clergy, and againſt this you have two Ob- 
1 10NS, | | 


+ Firſt, that this is raifing a Clamour Faint my Brethren, as 


if they wanted by more effectual Laws to be oblig d to a Diligent 
and Active Diſcharge of their Duty. Have a care, Sir, that 
this was not deſign'd to raiſe an undeſerv d Clamour againſt me: 
1 cannot indeed but ſay, and tis all I will ſay, that it has ſuch 
an Appearance, For if you really miſtouł my meaning, I be- 


lieve you are the ſingle Perſon of any Senſe or Learning, Who 
vie e 2p 26 62 6 


has done fo, 
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The meaning of that Paſſage is obviouſly this, to recommend 
to the Honourable the HOUSE of COM MO NS, as far as 


twas proper for me to do any ſuch thing, the making ſome fur- 
ther Proviſion for the Support and Reſidence of the Clergy, in 
thoſe Parts of the Kingdom eſpecially, where the vaſtly great- 
er Numbers are of the Romiſh Religion, and where ſome Pro- 
viſion of this Kind is thought to be very much wanting; and 
at the ſame time to obviate an Objection which ſome Perſons 
have made againſt the Clergy for not reſiding, and doing their 
Duty, by intimating that this, in the _ Circumſtances, 
15 in many Places impracticable, and by ſaying further, what 
tis much for the Honour of the Clergy to ſay, that when once 
their Reſdence in theſe Parts is made PraGicable, they are not 
afraid of any Laus that can be made to oblige them to it, and 
to a diligent aftive Diſcharge of their Duty. And is this to raiſe 
a Clamour againſt my Brethren ? Is it not, on the contrary, to 
fay that they are ready, that they are defirous to do their Duty, 
and that the fole Ground and Reafon of any complaint againſt 
them for not doing it, is becauſe in many Places 'tis nom im- 
poſſible for them to refide ? If this be to raiſe a Clamour againſt 
my Brethren, I own my ſelf Guilty. Nay ! lam determin'd 
to perſiſt in my Wickedneſs. For as I do and muſt ever think 
it to be very much for the Intereſt of the Proteſtant Religion, 


to have the Clergy of the Eſtabliſp d Church every where reſident 


in their Pariſhes, fo 1 ſhall exceedingly Rejoice, when I fee 
them enabled to reſide, and be glad upon theſe Terms to have 
the moſt effectual Laws paſs d to oblige them to it, and to a 
diligent active Diſcharge of their Duty. I am not under the 
leaſt Apprehenſion, that the Legiſlature will make Laws that 
are bard and fevere againſt us or againft any Man ; And ſhould 
they think it proper at the ſame time that they put it into 
the Power of the Clergy every where to refide, to take pru- 
dent care that they actually do ſo, I for my Part never will, 
nor do 1 fee how any honeſt Man can complain or murmur 


ati 


Ihe other Objection you make to this Paſſage is this. How 

is this ſay you, (Let. p. 27.) Conſiſtent with your Scheme ? 
Pray how is it inconſiſtent? Why wi not (ſay you) the Caſe 
of the Clergy be made more difficuit by your Scheme than it was 
before ? I Anſwer, No! Unleſs you imagine that the RomiſhPriefts 
will be too hard for the Proteſtant Clergy at Diſputation. For 
unless this be the Caſe, the Clergy are like to * 


. 
| ful in their Endeavours to convert Papifes when they meet with 
an Adverſary in every Pariſh, than when they do not. (:) Nay! 
I believe that one great Reaſon why the conferences which th 
Clergy have had with Popiſh Recuſants have been often ineſſec- 
tual, is becauſe they have not had Adverſaries, who in the Opi- 
nion of the People were able todiſpute with them; For this gives 
them a conſtant occaſion of imputing every thing to their own 
Ignorance, and the Superior Learning of the Clergy, which is 
and ought to be imputed to the badneſs of their Cauſe, Tho 
they are not able to anſwer the Arguments themſelves, they 
think their Prieſts could anſwer them, and while they continue 
to think ſo, they will not yield, they w, be filenc'd indeed, but 
will not be eaſily conyinc'd z Whereas if the Conferences were 
| held with the Prieſt in their preſence, and he had full Liberty to 
ſay what he pleas d, they would then ſee, that thoſe whom they 
think mighty Champions, are not able to ſupport their Cauſe, 
and this, if any thing, would bring them in a rational Way 
to diſcoyer and renounce their Errors. 
| The only thing to be fear d, is leſt the Romiſh Prieſts ſhould 
be too hard for the Proteſtant Clergymen at Diſputation. But 
this I do not at all fear. How Matters may be between you 
and your Prieſt, or what Reaſons you may have for thinking 
your own Cafe would be more difficult, if you were ſure to | 
meet with ſuch Adverſaries in your Pariſh, you your {elf beſt 
know: But I have a better Opinion both of the Proteſtant 
Cauſe, and of the Learning and Abilities of the Eſtabliſh'd 
Clergy than to ſuſpect they will be under any difficulty on this 
Account. Nor is it poſſible to caſt a greater Reflexion on 
them than to ſay or infinuate, as you do, that the allowing a 
Prieſt in every Pariſh, with whom they might difpute and con- 
fer in the preſence of the deluded People, would render their 
Endeavours for the Converſion of the Papiſts ineffectual. 
And ſo I take my leave of this notable Argument which you 
urge to prove the inconſiſtency of my Scheme; and as to the 
Texts Seripture, with which you adorn this Paragraph, I 
need ſay no more than this; They are nothing to the purpoſe. 
The next thing you take Notice of (Let. p. 28.) is what I 
have ſaid (Ser. p. 49. 470. p. 35. 820.) That i#.might be uſeful to 
the ſame End to form a Society ( ſuch as is in on Neighbourt 
Kingdom, for the Propagation of the Goſpel in Foreign Parts) of 
» Perſons of Honour and * LATMEN a 3 
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EFCCLESIASTICKS, under whoſe Care and Direfion 
fit Perſons might, as occaſion requir'd, be ſent out to inſtruct 
thoſe whoſe groſs Ignorance of all Religion, occaſions their obſt i- 
nate Ad berence to a falſe One, and OTHER MEANS 
might be ud to recover them from their Errors and bring them 
to the Knowledge of the Truth. 7 0 eee 

Well! Pray how or with what is this inconſiſtent > Why 
truly this you humbly take to be another Invaſion upon the Eſta- 
bliſh'd refident Clergy, as if they were not able to do their own 
'Bufmneſs; and were not under the Inſpection of ſuch Biſhops, -as 
were capable to direct and aſſiſt them (Let. p. 28.) Suppoſe all this 
were true, yet where is the /zconſiſcency ? Surely one who but juſt 
before was raifing 4 Clamour againſt the Clergy, is very conſ- 
ſtent with himſelf in making another Invaſion on them. | 
But where is this Invaſion ? Does the Biſhop of London, 
think you, look upon the Society for propagating the Goſpel in 
Foreigu Parts, to be an Invaſion of his Eccleſiaſtical Furiſdic- 

tion in America? Does not his Lordſhip act in Concurrence 
'witli them ? Is he not by them mightily aſſiſted in carrying on 
that noble Work in which he and they are engagd?ꝰ? 
But it may be my Crime is, that I would have this Society 
compos d of Laymen as well as Ecclefiaſticks. Pray why not? 
Are not the Temporal” Lords and Gentlemen of Ireland, on a 
Civil Account at leaſt, intereſted in the Converſion of the Pa- 
*pifts? And is it not then proper that they ſhould have a 
Share in the Direction of this important Affair? Eſpecially 
conſidering the abſolute Neceſſity there would be, at the ſame 
- Time that ſuch a Society were form'd, of ſettling ſome little 

Fund to be, under their Direction, apply d to this Work. 
If you want more fully to know what Sort of Society I 
meant, 11] tell you. I meant a Society conſiſting of the Arch- 
biſhops and Biſhops of this Kingdom, and of ſuch a Number 
of other Perſons, Alembers of eit ber Hauſe of Parliament, as the 
Legiſſature ſhould think fit; and it was and is my Opinion, 
that if ſuch a Society were form'd, if thoſe Members of both 

Houſes of Parliament, who are beſt qualify'd for ſuch a Work, 
would heartily engage in it, they would be able, with a very 
- ſmall pablick Fund, which would probably from Time to 
- Time be encreas'd by private Benfactions, to do more towards 
converting the Papiſts, than tis in the Power of the Eſtabliſh- 
ed reſident Clergy in their pretent Circumſtances ever to do. 
Think not that in this 1 delign to caſt any Reflexion on the 
Tf ĩͤ ron gras 
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Clergy: No! I know. the Difficulties under which they do, 
and are, I am afraid, likely to lie in very many Places, too 
well, to impute it to them as a Crime, that they have not 
converted the Papiſts. | 23 4 n en 
But ſince this is the Caſe, muſt nothing elſe be done? Muſt it be 
an Invaſion upon t he Eſtabliſh'd reſident Clergy, to offer even to ai 
them in their Work, or to recommend to the repreſentative Body 
of the Nation, a Method of ſending more Labourers into the 
il, PFineyard? If the Eſftabliſh'd reſident Clergy are able themſelves to 
do this Buſineſs, why is it not done? You own your ſelf, that 
NOW 20 Prieſt dares oppoſe thoſe Conferences, with 171 Re- 
cuſants, to which the Miniſters of our Church are oblig d by the 
Fortieth Canon: (Let. p. 28.) Ho comes it to paſs then, that 
the Papiſts are not converted ? Why Prieſts are ſuffer d to | ſuc+ 
ceed in the Place of thoſe who were formerly regiſtred, (Let p. 33.) 
and ſo they have an Adverſary in every Pariſh. ( Let. p. 8. i. 
theſe Intruders, you ſay ( Let. p. 43.) were as modeſt as they 
ought to be, they would ſay with Jonah, ejicite nos; quia - prop- 
ter nos exorta eſt hzc tempeſtas. But what if they will notbe 
thus modeſt ? Why, a Law muſt be made to hang them all up, 
or throw them into the Sea, as Jonah was ſerv'd, (for the Laws 
for tranſporting them are found to be ineffectua!) and then tbe 
Converſion of the Papiſts by the Labour and Application of the re- 
ident eftabliſh'd Clergy, would be much more eaſy and practicable, 
than any other Method whatſoever.(Let.p: Pn ſuppoſe it be 
thought poſlible to attain this ſame End by other leſs ſangui- 
nary Methods, may not they be tried? No ! to propoſe the form- 
ing a Society of Perſons of Honour and Diſtin&ion, LAYMEN 
.as well as ECCLESIASTICKS, under whoſe Care the moſt 
.Chriſtian Methods might, perhaps ſucceſsfully, be us d for their 
Converſion, is an Invaſion upon the Eſt abliſh'd reſident Clergy, &c. 
(Let. p. 28.) and therefore this muſt not be done. Tis better 
make a Law to hang or drown all the Prieſts, and then the 
eſt abliſh'd Clergy will convert the Papiſts themſelves. This, Sir, 
is your Method, and a moſt unchriſtian one it is. But away with 
t, I am aſham d of it. 2 WW. 
If ever this Scheme of forming a Society ſhould take place, 
you tell me (Let. p. 28.) you give your Vote, that I may be 
the firſt {/SSIONARY. I thank you, but unhappily I 
do not underſtand the 1riſþ Language, and ſo am not qualify'd. 
But if you underſtand 1r;ſþ as well as they tell me you do He- 
-brew Koots, I never cau give my Vote that you ſhould be a 
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Adiſiontry, till I find you to be of a more meek and 


Spirit, than thatwhich diſcovers it ſelf in your Letter. | 
But you want to know what thoſe OTHER MEANS 
are, which may be us'd to recover the Papiſts from their Errors; 
which ought, you ſay, to be communicated for the Benefit of the 
Pablick. I Anſwer, ſuch as the Society I have mention'd, if 
ever fuck a one be form'd, ſhall think proper. For I am far 
from thinking my ſelf able to Point out all the Methods which 
r us d for this End. And one great Advan- 
tage of ſuch a Society, as I ſpeak of, would be this, that 
when a Number of Lords and Gentlemen, Men of the beſt Abi - 
lities, and thoroughly acquainted with the State of the King- 
dom, were thus met together, and had this Matter under De- 
liberation, they would probably be able to fix on ſeveral Me- 
thods, more than have already been thought on, which might 
be of Uſe to this End, and to apply them according to the 
Exigencies of — Places. I ventur'd in my Sermon only 
to mention a few of the moſt obvious, and in my Opinion moſt 
import ant, and among theſe one, againſt which you have no- 
thing to object, tho yet you will not do ms the Favour to ex- 
preſs your Approbation of it, ts ide for the Education of 
their ys under publicł Inſpefion ( Ser. p. 38. 49. 4to. p. 
27. 35. 20. CE | a * a 
Whether theſe Methods which I have mention d, are the 
only ones, or the beſt that may or need be us'd, for the 
Converſeon of the Papiſts, I will not preſume to ſay: But 
this I will rm, becauſe I have prov'd it, That if the Papiſts 
are conſider d only as Perſons profeſſing afalſe and corrupt Religion, 
all that the Church or the Magiſtrate can or ought to do with 
them, beſides keeping them out of Places of Truſt or Profit, is 
in a Moral and a Chriſtian ay to endeavour their Converſion, 
for neither the one nor the other has any Right or Power to uſe 
Force againſt them. 5 | 
No if this be true, the Conſequence which I draw in my 
Sermon (p. 42. 450. p. 29. duo.) is unavoidable, That whatever 
Coercion or Reſtraint they nom are, or at any Time hereafter may 
be doom'd to ſuffer, the true Ground and Reaſon of it muſt be, that 
- ſome Dofrines which they by their Scheme of Religion are oblig'd to 
believe, are really dangerous to our preſent Conſtitution -and the 
. publick- Peace. This then being ſo, the Point to be conſider d 
is, Whether any Thing I have ſaid in my Sermon does in the 
traſt tend to deptive the Magiſtrate of the Power of uſing — 
| | po orce 
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Force againſt them on this Account, as may beneceffary for the 
Security of the Government, or to give them any Liberty, 
which is or may be inconſiſtent with the publick Safety. . 
\ You, it ſeems, think there is, and the better to fix this u 
me, you take that for granted which you ought not, viz. That 
Lrecommend a free Toleration of Papiſts, tho' allow'd to be 
dangerous and irreconcileable Enemies both to the Church and 
State. This you charge me with, (Let. p. 30.) and in other 
Parts of your Letter, where you declaim pompouſly on the de- 
ſtructive Tendency of this Doctrine. And upon this Ground 
you accuſe me of publickly arraigning aud impeaching Laws from 
the Pulpit, (Let. p. 41. ) 41 4 
But how have Larraigu d or impeach'd Laws? Do I not ſay, 
(Ker. p. 32. 4to. p. 23. 8v0. ) That the Opinion commonly re- 
ceiv'd is, that the Magiſtrate ought not to allow thoſe, whoſe re- 
ligious Principles are any way deſtructive of the Intereſss. of S- 
ciety, the Benefit of a Toleration; That this Opinion is follaw'd by 
many the greateſt and moſt able Defenders of religious Liberty ; 
That the Practice in this Nation ſeems plainly to be form d accord- 
ing to it; and That for theſe Reaſons, won ld very ill become me 
to determine any Thing poſitively againſt it? Do I not afterwards 
make an Apology even for propoling the Reaſons which ſeem to 
favour the contrary Opinion? And will you call this arrazgning 
or impeaching Laws If you will, I cannot help it. But every 
one of common Candor muſt ſee tis not, but that on the con- 
trary I ſpeak with all poſſible Regard and Deference to them. 
But where do 1 recommend this terrible Toleration of Papiſts? 
Ido indeed (Ser. p. 33. 470. p. 24. 8v0. ) propoſe a Caſe, which 
does, and I deſign d it thould; comprehend that of the Papiſts of 
this Kingdom: But do I deliver any poſitive Opinion on this 
Caſe ? No ! I ſay, what I think, that tis a Caſe of real Diffical- 
_ ty, and for that, among other Reaſons, after propoſing the Ar- 
guments, which may be urg'd in favour of a limited Toteration, 
even of ſuch Perſons, 1 ſay expreſly, that I determine nothing in 
the Point, and yet you take it for granted I have determin d it. 
But I tell my Hearers in the Language of Scripture, (Let. p. 33.) 
that 7 ſpeak as ro wiſe Men,&c.Pray what if I do? do you imagine 
that I deſign theſe Words of Scripture for a Proof? Or that I 
do by uſing them intend to determine the Point? If you do, you 
are much miſtaken. I thought the Words apt to my . Purpoſe, 
and I us d them without any regard tg the Context, to * 
28 | 1 | 1 


what is my real Opinion, that the Honourable Houſe of Comm 
are much more proper and much more able Judges of this difficult 
weſtion than 1 am. - | neee 
But what Uſe do afterwards make of what I have here ſaid 
in general Terms? Do I from thence draw any Concluſion. in 
fayour of tolerating the Papiſts at large, whether they are Ene- 
mies or no? If you pleaſe to look into my Sermon (p. 49. 50. 
470. p. 36. 37. 8v0. )you'll find directly the contrary. - For there | 
Iſay in plain Words, That the Benefit of a Toleration ought to +}, : 
beallow'd them, on Condition that they really and ſincerely re- [ 
nounce thoſe Principles which are deſtructive of Government, and 
think themfelves bound in Conſcience to act accordingly. I beg 
leave to ſet dowrithe Words, becauſe in your Letter (p. 31. ) 
you have quoted them imperſectlj, ſo as to conceal what I take 
to be very material, whether careleſly or by defign I know not, | 
fee you tu that. WS wy 
My Words are theſe, either theſe Profeſſions i. e. the Pro- 
ſeſſions which many rapiſts make of their Readineſs to re- 
nounce all Principles deſttuctive of our Government) are real or 
pretended : If they are Real, tis plain that they who are ready 
to make them, and think themſelves bound in Conſcience to 
act up to them, may, notwithſcanding their other falſe Principles 
in Religion, be good Subjects; and therefore according: to the | 
Principles of this Diſcourſe ought at leaſt to be allom d ſome Bene- | 
fit of a Toleration. Theſe Sir, are my Words, and ſee how 
you quote me, why thus, (Let. p. 31. ) Either - theſe Profeſſions | 
are real or pretended ; if real, they are intitled to'ſome Benefit of 
4 Toleration. ' Poſſibly you thought all the reſt of this Sentence i 
Inſgnificant. If you did not, why did you omit it? And if you : 
did, I muſt earneſtly recommend it to you to conſider and weigh | 
Things better, before you undertake to write Letters. 1 
For any one who reads this Paſſage, may eaſily obſerve, that | 
the Allowance, which I ſay ought to be made to Papiſts, is on 
tuo expreſs Conditions, the one that the Profeſſions they ay they , 
are ready to male be RE A L, the other, that they think them- 
ſelves bound in Conſcience to act up to tbemn. 
Perhaps you'll tell me I put an impoſſible Caſe, that what- 
ever Profeſſions the Papiſts may now make, the Pope will dif 
N them, and then they will not think themſelves bound 
them. Suppoſe this to be true, Pray what follows? 
Only that Mr. Snge in one Paragraph in his Sermon — 
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thing. But by what Logick you think it proper (Let. p. 19.) to infer, 
dry 15. that the Papiſts ought to be — — | 
fit of a Toleration, on certain expreſs Conditions, I mean, that 
they ought to be allow d it, whether they will or can perform 
theſe Conditions or no ( which plainly appears to be your Inter- 
pretation of what I ſay } I cannot conceive. _ _ * 15 
If they can and wil . theſe Conditions, I own I can- 
not ſee why they ſhould not be tolerated; and yet all I have 
ſaid in my Sermon, is, That they ought at leaſt to be allow'd- 
ſome Beneſit of a Toleration; This I find you do not underſtand 
Let. p. 31.) but my Words have a Meaning, and an important 
eaning too, as I ſhall preſently ſhew you. But if the Papiſts ei- 
ther cannot or will not perform theſe Conditions, I have not 
ſaid they ſhould be tolerated. All that I have faid or infinu- 
ated is, that, conſidering the preſent Cireumſtances, it might 
not be amiſs to make them ſome ſuch Offer, under the Penalty 
of. Baniſhment, if this Method of acting ſhould to the Legi- 
ſlature appear in the whole prudent and convenient, for this in 
a Caſe of Extremity, I have provd to be Lawful (Ser. p. 39. 
41. p. 27. 890.) © ih 5 
If you conſider what 1 have now written, you'll find that 
T have not expreſs d my ſelf either ſo /ooſely or ſo dangerouſly 
on this nice Subject, as you imagine. No! young and fooliſh 
as I am, I was well aware of the Difficulties I was under, and 
I took the beſt Care I could to guard againſt them. I thought 
indeed, (and I am till of the ſame Opinion, ) that it deſery'd 
well to be conſider d whether a limited Toleration of the Pa. 
piſts, under certain Conditions might not be innocent, or, it 
may be, «ſeful to the Government; and having the Honour to 
be appointed to preach before the repreſentative Body of the 
Nation, on a Day, when the Remembrance of the barbarous 
Uſage which the Proteſtants of Ireland had formerly met with 
from the Papiſts, naturally directed every Man's Thoughts 
to conlider the preſent Danger the Nation is expos'd to from 
thoſe who are under the Influence of the ſame falſe and bloody © 
"|" Religion, (Ser. p. 3. 4to. p. 3. 8v0,) I thought I could not any 
way better diſcharge the Duty incumbent on me, than by 
ſpeaking on a Subject, which gave me Occaſion of ſaying ſo 
much on this Point, as might, (if any Thing I could ſay 
were worthy the Notice of that great Body) put it in a way 
of being throughly examin d. Lou indeed think my Sermon 
was inconſiſtent with the Occaſion; (Let. p. 30.) But I think 
2 x "2 otherwiſe, 
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otherwiſe, and 1 have the Satisſaction to ſind Men of the 
beſt Senſe and Judgment entirely of my Opinion. * N 
But how have I executed this my Deſignꝰ Have I conceatdany 
Thing of the Danger the Nation may be in from Popery ? Have 
F difſembled or foften'd any of the worſt Opinions of the Church 
of Rome? Have I not plainly pointed them out, and either ſer 
down — Authorities out of their own Books, or referr'd to 
Books wherein the beſt Authorities may be found to prove them 
upon them ? Have I not afferred, and endeavoured to prove 
that, which, as I ſhall preſently ſhew you, Numbers of the 
Roman Catholicks do not, nor will not own, That the Dottrine 
of rbe Pope's Power to excommunicate and depoſe Heretical Prin- 
ces; &c. is really, the Doctrine of the Church of Rome? Have 
I not, in what 1 have faid about DISPENSATIONS 
being granted to Converts, given a fair Hint, of the whole 
Doctrine of the Pope's Power of DISPENSING with 
Gaths ? Do you think I was ſo weak as not to ſee, that that 
Uſe might be made of ir, which you make in your Letter? (. 
23.) If you do, I affure you you are miſtaken, and to ſhew 
you that you are, this very Doctrine was one of thoſe which 
1 had in View, in what I ſay (Ser. p. 44. ro. p. 32. 8v0.) that 
ſome of their Canonifts, &c. do by fair implication aflert, that 
No Faith is to be kept with Hereticks,, of the Truth of which, 
you may fatisfy your ſelf, if you'll be at the Trouble of e 
mining the Trafts to which I have there referr'd. : 
Now then, ſince I have thus fairly and openly ſet forth the 
molt pernicious Dottrines, which the Church of Rome, either 
maintains or countenances, Is it poſhble that I can, with the 
teaft Reaſon, be ſuſpected of a Deſign to do Mifehief, (Let. p. 


6.) or to plead the Cauſe of profeſs d and avom'd Enemies to 


CHURCH and STATE (Let. p. 38.) any further than be- 


. came a CIriftian and a Proteſtant Clergyman? If | were capa- 


ble of ſo much Wickeeneſfs, I am not ſo great a Fool, as not 
to know that I onght tohave taken another, an oppoſite Method. 
Bur as my Deſign was upright and honeſt; fo the Way I have 


taken to execute it, was fair and open, I have fully ſet forth 


the dangerous Doctrines of Popery on the one Hand; I have on 


the other Hand, ſer forth the Reafons which may be urg'd to 


prove, that A Limited Toleration of the Papiſts under certain 


Condiciunt, was neceſſary, of convenient; and I have left it to 


thoſe, who are able and proper Judges, to conſider the Mat- 
tet, and to make ſuch a Concluſion, as upon the whole, _y 
| n 
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And to be reaſonable. This, Sir, is my Crime, and the 
whole of it: You may Cenſure me as you pleaſe ; But I do 
not yet ſee any Reaſon to repent of what I have done. 
But ĩt may be you may here tell me, than in this whole Mat- 
ter I have acted like acuming FESU IT; That I have artfully 
vended the moſt pernicious Doctrines in ſuck a Manner, as to 
have Fuaßons ready, whenever I come tobe charg'd with them. 
And therefore to aroid this Imputation, 1 ſhall now endeavogr ' 
to ſhew you, that ſuppoſing I had in plain Terms aſſerted every 
thing, which I either have, or can with the leaſt colour of Rea- 
-fon be to have, inſinuated in my Sermon, there is no- 
thing in e which is either Criminal in it ſeif, or tends 
to do any, much leſs, as you ſay, (Let. p. 34.) unſpeakable 
Damage either to STATE r CHURCH. And this I 
do the more willingly undertake, becauſe it may ly contri- 
bute ſomewhat to put this Matter into a way of being fully and 
freely examin'd ; as alſo, becauſe I find an unaccountable Cla- 
mour rais'd not only againſt me, but againſt athers of bigh Sta- 
tion, and undoubted Charatter for their Abilities, Integrity, aud 
a ſteady Affection both to the eſtubliſb d Church and the preſent Go- 
wvermment, for appearing to have any favourable Thoughts of 
this terrible Toleration of the Romiſ Religion. : 
No in Order to this, 'twill he neceſſary for me to tell you 
what I mean by theſe Words, ſome Benefit of a Toleration. This 
you ſay, (Let. p. 31. ) is ery obſcure, and may impiy either Half 
or three Quarters: though you:confeſs, you know no Medium be- 
- tween being tolerated and not tolerated, and you look upon any 
ſeral Indulgence, or Quati-Toleration to differ very little from 4 
Toleration it ſelf. And are you really thus ignorant? why 
then, *twill be neceſſary to give you a little Information. 
- You are to know then, that there may be at leaſt Four dif- 
ferent Kinds or Degrees of Toleration. The Firſt, where Diſ⸗ 
ſenters from the eſtabliſh'd Religion are capable of 4 kind of 
Employments in the State. The Second, where they have a 
Capacity of being admitted only into ſome Employments. The 
Third, where they are excluded from 4 Places either of Truſt 
or Profit. The Fourth, where beſides this Excluſion, they are 
laid under ſome Limitat ions with regard to — or thoſe 
Civil Rights, which other Subjects enjoy; and this laſt may 
vary infinitely according to the Nature of the Limitations under 


which they are put. 8 IS 
The three firſt do all, yau ſee, fall under 
4 0 H 2 the 
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the general Definition I have given of a Toleration ( Ser. p. 30; 
40. p. 21. Sv.) diz. A Liberty to every Man to Worſhip God 
according to their Conſciences, without any Encouragement from 
the Civil Government on the one Hand, or Fear or Infliftion of 
Puniſhment on the other: And if I am not miſtaken, I can give 
give you Inſtances of every one of them: Of the firſt in North - 
Britain, where, as I take it, thoſe of the Eprſcopal Church are ca- 
pable of any Employment either Civil or Military: Of the Se- 
cond in the United Provinces, where the Roman Cat holicks, are 
capable of Aſilitary Employments, but not of Crvi/ : Of the 
Third in this Kingdom, where Proteſtant Diſſenters are exclud- 
ed from all Places of Truſt or Profit, but are allow'd a free Ex- 
erciſe of their Religion, and all other Civil Rights, which 
good Subjects to a free Government ought to enjoy. 
The laſt Kind or Degree of Toleration, may perhaps be 
thought not ſo exactly to fall under the Definition I have given, 
- becauſe tho Exclufion from ſome, or from all publick Employ- 
ments cannot, yet all Limitations with regard to Property or 
Civil Liberty, may be conſider'd as Puniſhments. But if it be 
conſider d, that in that Place (Ser. p. 30. Aro. p. 21.8v0. ) Iam 
Jpeaking of the Toleration, that ought to be allow'd to Perſons 
whoſe Principles in Religion have zo Tendency to hurt the Publick, > 
there will not be any great Reaſon to find Fault with my De- 
*finition. However the worſt that can be ſaid is, that my De- 
" finition is inaccurate : For, when I ſpeak of a Toler ation to be 
- allow'd to Perſons, who do, or may well be ſuſpected to, hold 
Principles in Religion, which may be dangerous to the publick 
Welfare, that I do, that I muſt mean this laſt Kind of Tolera- 
tion, and no other is manifeſt from hence; That I do in exprefs 
Terms aſſert a Power in the Magiſtrate to limit their Property, 
and to lay ſome Reſtraints on their Civil Liberty, (Ser. p. 38. 4to. 
P. 27. 8v0. ) And this is what I always mean when I ſpeak of a 
Toleration of Papiſts, conſider'd as Perſons whoſe Principles are 
dangerous tothe State: For which Reaſon I choſe to make uſe 
of that Form of Exprefſion, ſome Benefit of a Toleration. Let 
us then now conſider the Arguments urg d in favour of a Tole- 
ration for ſuch Perſons, and the Uſe I make of them. 
Here then I freely grant, (Ser. p. 3 3 470. p. 23. 8v0.) that all 
Per ſons who ate guilty of any outward Actions which hurt the 
Civil Intereſts of the Society, let them pretend Religion or what 
* elſe they pleaſe, are not only not to be tolerated, but to be puniſb d 
by the Magiſtrate according to the Nature and Quality LE the 
$4.4 *.H £0 Ontence. 
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Offence. But the Caſe of difficulty, as I put it in my Sermon, 
(5p. 33. 4to. p. 23. Svo.) is this: Whether when ſome Perſons have 
unhappiiy adopted into their Scheme of Religion, certain Principles 
which formerly have influenc'd others, an probably: influence 
-them alſo to engage in Deſigns 2 the Public Good, 
whether, I ſay, in ſuch a Caſe, the Fear or Apprebenſion of the 
evi ! Conſequences of ſuch Principles on the publick Peace, does im- 
ower or oblige the Magiſtrate to deny ail thoſe who are of this 
. eligion, and conſequentiy may be ſuſpected to adhere to theſe Prin- 
ciples, any Sort of Liberty . God according to their. er- 
roneous Conſciences. This is what I propoſe as the Caſe of real 
Difficulty. And, . + Ws "iis 
Ihe firſt Reaſon which I mention that may be urg'd in fa- 
your of a Toleration for ſuch Perſons is, that the denial of it is 
nau /; becauſe the Right which every Man has to worſhip 
God according to his Conſcience, is natural and analtenable. 
Well! Pray Sir is this Argument a good one, as have laid it, 
(Kr. p. 34. 35. 4t0. p. 24. 25. d vo.) or is it not? If it be a good 
one, it proves the Point; and I hope tis no Crime to ſay the 
Papiſts ought to be allow'd a Toleration if the denial of it be un- 
lamful; But if the Argument be not a good one, why have you 
not anſwerd it? How comes it to paſs you did not think it, to 
- uſe your own correct Engliſh, ( Let. p. 26. ) incumbent to ſhew the 
" Fallacy of that reaſoning? In your whole Letter, I cannot find 
any offer of this Sort made. In the Perſon of your honeſt Neigh- 
bour you do indeed ſay, (Let. p. 5.) F the Gentleman ſer mi to 
me to intend any Thing, it is the Toleration of Popery : Au if the 
Clergy of our Church begin to diſcover ſuch Inclinations, the Lord 
| have Mercy upon us, and avert the evil Day,which may come upon 
- this CHURCH and NATION. In another Place, (Let. p. 32.) 
Ihen ſuch Doctrines as theſe are advanc'd by Clergy-men from the 
- Pulpit, well may all TRUE SONS OF THE CHURCH 
ſay with the Fſalmiſt, &c. And then you ſet down ſome very 
moving Paſſages out of two Pſalms : But all this, Sir, is not 
Argument. It may perhaps be well enough to inflame-the Paſ- 
Fons of weak Men, and lead captive filly Women : But Men of 
Senſe and Judgment do and muſt look upon it, as defigz'd only 
to raiſe a Clamour by one who has nothing better to ſay. _ 
Baut poſſibly the Reaſon why you have not vouchſaf d to An- 
ſwer this Argument, is becauſe it is in Part drawn from the 
Law of Nature. For among the Directions, which you give 
me for a Reply, with adefign, I ſuppoſe, to expreſs a little Con» 
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tempt of a Perſon of my Judgment and Tears, I find this moſt ex- 
traordinary one. Ove Thing I muß par ticularly Caution you of that 
you deduce no Arguments from the Law of Nature. (Let. p.39.)Pray 
why ſhould I not? Do you think the Law of Nature is againſt 
you? I it be, I aſſure you, you have loſt your Caule, for the 
Lr Nature is as much the Law of God, as the Chriftian 
Revelation, and tis abſurd to ſay that God has eſtabliſh'd Laws, 
Thar are repugnant or inconſiſtent one with the other. 
But why have you fo great an Averſion to Arguments from 
—— ? Is the Lam f Natare any Thing but the 
Dictares of Natural Reaſoy in Matters of Religion, conſider d as 
antecedent to Divine Revelation ? And do not you then, when 
-you defire me to dedure uo Arguments from the Law of Nature, 
2x effect defire me to deduce no Arguments from Natura Reaſon? 
Indeed from two other Paſſages in your Letter, it appears very 
.evidently that you think 1 aught not. For the Reaſon 22 
ap this Diſcourſe to be culculuted for ſome ſecret Miſolvef, 
, becauſe it looks too like the Phileſo phy and vain Deceit, after 
the Rudimynrs of the World, and not aftor Obriſt, &c. ( Let. p.6.) 
And in your Addreſs to the Proteſtants of this Kingdom, ( Lat. 
p. 39.) you deſire them to look upon ſuch political Diſcourſes as 
«Fheſe, which are not grounded and atteſted by the infallible Ve- 
"rity of God's Word, 45s Men's ing themſelves rather than 
our Lord Foſus Chriſt. So that if a Clergy attempts to 
- Reaſon, or does any Thing, but lay together Texts of Scripture, 
and pon them, in your Opinion, K 1＋ him- 
" falf, rather than Chriſt, and this is like vain Philoſophy, &. 
But can it be improper in a Diſcourſe from the Pulpit to 
make uſe of Arguments drawn from Natural Reaſon? ls it 
. poſſible without it even to know, much leſs to prove, That 


oy 


the Chriſtian Religion is a Divine Revelation? Is it not neceſſa- 


ry to this End to have a previous Knowledge of the Being of 
God and his Attributes? And muſt not this Knowledge riſe 
rom a ſober free uſe of Natural Reaſon? or do you think, as 


oc ina ſeems to do, that the being of God or his Attributes are 


to be prov'd only by Revelation? If you do, I profeſs I ſee not 
now you can ever attempt to Eſtabliſn the Truth or Divinity 
of the Chriſtian Religion. For unleſs the Being of God and his 


Attributes, his Omnipotence, Omniſcience, infinite Goodneſs 
and Veracity be previouſly aſſented to on the Principles of Na. 
tara Reaſon, tis impoſſible to argue with any Force either 
tom the completion of Prophecies, or the working of Mira- 


cles 3 
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cles; and unlefs the Law of Nature be welt known in-all ity 
Parts, tis impoſſible to urge that nable Argument for the Divi- 
nity of the Chriſtian Religion, which is drawn from the exag} 
agreement of it's practical Laws with the diſtates of right 
Reaſon; Nay the reaſonableneſs of that Aſſent which we give 
to the moſt myſterious Articles of the Chriſtian Faith does and 
muſt ultimately reſt, on a Law of Nature, via. That what- 
ever God has reveal'd is neceſſarily true, tho' the weakneſs/of 
our Faculties will not ſuffer us fully to comprehend, how or in 
what Manner it is ſo. at 154 

But, as without enquiring into the Law of Nature, tis ime 
poſſible to know or prove that the Chriſtian Religion is 4 Divine 
Revelation, ſo is it alſo impoſſible to have a right Notion of 
the Laws of it. For whoever examines the Holy Scriptures, 
may eaſily ſee that in them the Laws are propos d in general 
Terms, and Men are left, as tis very fit rational Creatures 
ſhould be, to make the proper application of them to particu» 
lar Caſes, by a free uſe of their own Faculties. Take an In- 
ſtance, which this Letter of yours naturally Suggeſts. Our 
Bleſſed Saviour has commanded us to love our Enemies, &c. 
Mat. v. 44. Now how can you prove that from this Law 
fome ſuch Conſequences do not follow as you, (Let. p. 18.) 
repreſent as abſurd, viz. That we muſt give np our ſelves 4 
Prey, admit à profeſs'd Enemy into our Bowels, and tun the ba- 
zard of having our own Houſes burnt or our Families Maſſacred, 
not indeed to ſave our Neighbours at T HO R N, but in Obedi- 
ence to this Command expreſi d in General, or indefinite Terms ? 
Is it poſſible for you to ſtate the true Nature, and ſettle the li- 
mits of this Duty, of loving our Enemies, ſo as to avoid the Ab- 
ſurdities of ſuchConſequences as theſe, without having recourſe 
to the dictates of Natural Reaſon, i. e. to the: Law of Nature ? 
And may not the fame thing be ſaid concerning almoſt all the 
moral r art of Chriſtianity ? I beſeech you to conſider this Mat- 
ter ſeriouſſy, for as yet you ſeem not to have done it, and I 
_ heartily with.that all Clergymen would do the fame, and apply 


fttzhemſelves more diligently, than I fear ſome of them do, to 


ftndy the Law of Nature. For without this or immediate In- 
_ epiration, tis impoſſible for them throughly to undenſt and the 
'Cihriſtian Religion themſelves, or to ct others in it with 
any tolerable Succeſs. And the Reaſon why I take fo particu- 
lar Notice of this Paſſage in your Letter is, that L am willing 


to lay hold of this opportunity of ſpeaking freely my —_— 
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this Matter. I know how fond ſome Divines have been of repre- 


ſenting the Chriſtian Religion as it were, in a State of Oppoſition 
to ſober Reaſon, and I am heartily ſorry they have been ſo. They 
could not in any other way have done fo great differvice to that 
Drome Inſt itution. But 1 hop'd that this Notion had zow pre- 
vaild no where but among Fanaticks of whom it is worthy, 


and I am ſorry to find any Divine of the Church of England 


appear even to countenance it. Truly the Notion it ſelf is in 
the worſt Senſe FANATICAL, and ſhould it ever prevail, 
Fll for once borrow your Words, and make a much juſter uſe 
of them than you do; ADIEU REVELATION, 
ADIEU PREACHING, WELCOME EN- 
THUSIASM, WELCOME MADNESS. (Ze. 


P. 15. | 


But whether you will allow me to deduce Arguments from 
the Lam ef Nature or no, I ſhall always take the Liberty in a 


Caſe of this ſort to do it; and ſince you have not thought fit 
to ſhew the fallacy of my Argument drawn from Men's natu- 
ral and unalienable Rights, I take it for. granted you cannot do 
it;; and therefore, with reſpect ro you at leaſt, it is good and con- 


cluſive. But this, to deal plainly with you, is to ſay but little 


of it, and therefore I will add, that the Argument ſeems to me to 
de of great weight, and ſuch as deſerves a ſerious Conſideratior. 
And this I ſay the more freely, becauſe it is not Originaly. my 
own, it has been often urg'd, and I never met with a clear 
and ſatisfactory Anſwer to it. a N 
Now, If a Tatal Denial of a Toleration to ſuch Perſons as 
in ſtating the Caſe of Real Diſiculty I have deſcrib d, when 
they tbemſelues have not been guilty of any Offence againſt the 
State, be unlamſul, Be pleas d, Sir, to tell me what is to be 
done, when a Number of ſuch Perſons happen to be in a 
Kingdom. Muſt the Magiſtrate refuſe them that which tis 
anlawfal to refuſe them? That I ſuppoſe you will not ſay, be- 
cauſe-there is an expreſs Text againſt doing Evil that good may 
come, Rom. iii. 8S. What then muſt he do? Why he muſt 
make a Law to hang or drown all the Prieſts. A very Hu- 
mane and a Chriſtian Propoſal this truly! And yet after all 
it will not do, unleſs a Law be made to hang the poor Sheep, 
(Let. p. 43.) as well as the Paſtors. For tis impoſſible they 
can have any Benefit 
Juch Perſons, as they think and believe to be the only ones qua- 
lin d to perform Divine Offices among them. ** 


of A Toleration, if they are not allow d 
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Matter be confider'd with the leaſt Attention, Tt will appear 
moſt Evidently, that upon a Suppoſition, that a Total denial 
of a Toleration, to ſuch Perſons is unlawful, There is no way left 
hut either to allow them ſome limited Toleration, or entirely to 
remove them out of the Society, giving them leave with their 
Perſons to Tranſport their Effects. 
This Method I perceive you do not like, Nor T neither. 
But the Reaſons of our diſlike are different, You ſay (Let. 
p. 43.) You are by no means for carrying Matters ſo far. So 
that according to you the making one Law to hang or drown 
all Prieſts who 3 to continue in the Kingdom, and ano- 
ther to Force the Conſciences of the Papi , by your moderate 
and wholeſome Reftramts, are gentler Methods than obliging 
them to Tranſport themſelves and their Effects to Jome other 
Country, Indeed 1 differ much from you in Opinion; and 
the Reaſons why I diſlike the uſe of this Method, are becauſe I do 
not think the Caſe requires it, or that it would in the whole be 
udent : But of this the Legiſlature is the proper Judge, not 
1. E have ſhewn it to be Lawful if Prudent; and if it be not 
nw; If on the contrary it be for the advantage of the 
ingdom, that theſe Men, tho' Papiſts, ſhould dwell among 
us, then ſince according to the Principles on which we now 
reaſon, a Total denial of a Toleration to them is unlawful, It 
follows that this Toleratian ought to be Choſen as that which in 
the whole is the leaſt Evil ſince all cannot be remedy d; And 
thoſeMethods,which are conſiſtent with Men's enjoying their. Va- 
tral and analienable Rights ſhould be at the ſame time diligents 
ly us'd, to ſecure the Conſtitution from all Evil Conſequences 
which may poſhbly be apprehended from ſuch a Toleration. 
The moſt effectual Means to this End, moſt certainly is, to 
endeavour to Convert the Papiſts, not by Force or Compulſion of 
12 but by Moral and Chriſtian Methods, ſome of which 
I have mention'd in my Sermon, and in this Letter have 
already vindicated from the Exceptions you make to them. 
If theſe ſhould prove Ineffectual, or too flow in their Ope- 
ration, the next thing to be done is, to try if they can be 
brought fully and ſincerely to renounce thoſe Principles, which 
they may be juſtly ſuſpected to hold, which are really deſtruc- 
tive to the Government. This 1 perceive you think impoſſi- 
ble, and you have two Reaſons for thinking ſo, which you have 
given in different Parts of your Letter. 


One 
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One of them which I find (Let. p. 34.) is this. That they 
' who renounce and abjure the Pope's Supremacy (in Temporals, I 
ſuppoſe you mean or elſe your Argument is none at all) renounce 


the Fundamental Principle of their Religion, ceaſe to be PA- 
PISTS, and by the ſame Suppoſition may as eaſily be brought 
to Uniformity in our Religion and Worſhip. And is this really 
your Notion ? Do you not know that the Fundamental Prin- 
ciples of the Romiſh Religion as diſtinguiſh'd from Proteſtan- 
tiſm are theſe 3 That the Pope is the Center of Unity, in Spiritu- 


als, in the Chriſtian Church ; That the decrees of general Coun- 
.cils confirm d by the Pope (and as ſome of them add, receiv'd 
and approv'd by the Church Diffuſrve) in A ATTERS of 


FAITH are infallible: And that Traditions are of Equal 
Authority with the Holy Scriptures? Or do you ſhelter your 
ſelf under the ambiguity of the Word P A PISTS? For 


that is a Term of doubtful Signification, and may mean, either 


in a ſtri# Senſe, thoſe who, as undoubtedly ſome do, own 
and contend for the pretended Power of the Pope, in the utmoſt 
extent in which it was ever either Claim'd or Exercis'd ; Or in 
a large Senſe, every one who continues in the Communion of 
the Church of Rome. Now if you uſe the Word Papiſts in 
the former Senſe, you ſay no more than this, that they who re- 
ounce the Pope's Power in Temporals, do not believe it. If you 
uſe it in the latter Senſe, what you ſay is not true, that they 
who ſincerely renounce and abjure this Power, ceaſe to be PA- 
PISTS: And 'tis aſtoniſhing to me that you ſhould aftirm 


any ſuch thing. Have you never heard of the Writings of (u) 


William or John Barclay, (x) of Edmundus Richerius, () Johannes 
Launoins,(z) Natalis Alexander, (a) the moſt learned L. Ellies du 
4 | pin, 
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() De Poteſtate Papæ, An et quatenus in reges et principes ſeculares 
jus et Imperium habear. 
(x) Pietas Joannis Barclaii five publica pro regibus et principibus et 
privata = Gulielmo Barclaio vindiciæ, adverſus Roberti S. R. E. Cardi- 
nalis Bellarmini Tractatum de Poteſtate ſummi Pontificis in Temporalibus, 
4 ) E. dee "rang 8 Generalium de Poteſtate Ec- 
æ in temporalibus, Libellus de Eccleſiaſtici et Politica Poteſtate 
Vindiciæ Doctrinæ majorum Scholz Pariſi enſis, n 
05 Joannis Launoii Epiſtoke, - 
a) Hilt, Ecch To, 7. p. 345. & ſeq, 4 
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in, (5) or of Peter Welſh, (e) or Redmund Caron (d)? Tf you 


have not I beg you would get Their Books and Read them, 
and then you will underſtand the ſtate of this Queſtion better 


than you now do. But till you do this, ſuffer me to tell you 
that every one of theſe Men liv'd and dy'd in the Communion 
of the Church of Rome, and yet they all denied andexprefsly 
writ againſt this Power, and ſome of them have Collected a 
vaſt Multitude of Authorities to prove 'that this-never was the 


Doctrine of the Church of Rome, and have given very plauſible 
Anſwers to every thing that has been urg'd on the other Side. 
But leſt you ſhould complain of me, for pointing out to you 
ſo large a Number of Books, I ſhall deſire you only to Read one 
of the ſhorteſt of them, viz. Peter Walſh's Letter to the Biſhop 
of Lincoln in Anſwer to one of thoſe Tracts, (e) to which 1 
have referr'd in my Sermon. In that Tratt the Learned Biſhop 
has ſet down all the pernicious DoQrines which I believe ever 
were charg d on the Church of Rome, (and truly a Multitude of 
them there is) and has Collected a great Number of Authorities 
to prove them upon her. And yet Walſh in his Letter denies 
that any one of them is the Principle of the Roman Catholick 
Church, as he calls it; on the contrary he ſays that the Roman 
Catholick Faith condemns theſe Poſitions. (f) He calls them 
Antichriſtian Tenets, (g) and traiterous horrible Poſitions ſuch 
| as muſt render the maintainers of them, whether in Practice or 


Theory, Obnoxious for ſo much to the juſt Execration of Mankind, 


() with much more to the ſame purpoſe ; and yet this ſame 
Peter Walſh liv'd and dy'd in the Communion of the Church of 
Rome; Nay in this Letter he declares his Perſeverance and hope 
to End his Days in it. (7) 144.9 

Whether the Anſwers which he gives to all Parts of the 
Biſhop's Charge be Sufficient, I do not now enquire 5 I for my 
own part think ſome of them are not. But this will appear 
upon reading the Letter, that he 2 give ſpecious Anſwers to 

2 | 


every 


(5) De — — Eccleſiæ diſciplinã. 
0 


(e) Hiſtory of the Iriſh Remonſtrance and Letter to the Biſhop of Lincoln. 
(4) Remonſtratia Hibernorum contra Lovanienſes vindicata. " iy 


| (+), Popery or the Principles and Poſitions approv'd by the Church of 


Rome (when really believ'd and praftis'd) are very dangerous 10 all, and 

zo Proteſtant Kings and ſupreme Powers, more eſpecially pernicious, , 
( Walſh's Tetier. p. 159. 

00 p. 158. Wn. 
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every one of them, and upon every occaſion cites many Autho» 
rities as well to deſtroy the Biſhop's Arguments, as to confirm 
his own. And if you will give your ſelf the trouble of read- 
ing even this Letter, or rather, if, as I wiſh, you. would but 
look over thoſe other Books to which I have referr'd, you will 
then, I perſwade my ſelf, find, that tis very poſſible fora. Man 
fiucereiy and boneſt ly to renounce the Doctrine of the de Pow- 
er, and yet continue a Papiſt, i. e. to hold Communion 
with the Church. of Rome, I have no more Reaſon to doubt 
that theſe Men were in earneft, in what they wrote, than I 
have to doubt that — are an Advocate for #holeſome and mo- 
derate Reftraints. Perhaps they may be miſtaken in their Opi- 
nions, but you have ſhewn. by your that a Man may 
write, nay contend fiercely for an Opinion which is not true, 
and out of a defect of Judgment only; For that, you ſay is the 
cauſe of your Error, if any you have committed. (Let. p. 38.) 
- Bur what need is there of particular Inſtances? Have I not 
ſaid in my Sermon (5. 46. 4t0. 2 34. $v0.) That the Cler- 

of France, An. 1682, did by a publick Act honeſtly and 
py renounce this pretended Power of the Pope in Tempo- 
rals ? Is this Fact true, or is it not? If it be, are the Clergy. 
of France Papiſts? What can you ſay? Will you ſay they 
determin'd. againſt their Conſciences 2 Then your own 
Anſwer on another Occaſion, (Let. p. 22.) bo can know the 
fecrets of the Heart but God alone? &c. Will you then ſay, 
That they do not hold Communion with the Church of Rome ? 
That is in Fact notoriouſly untrue. Or will you ſay that tho 
they do hold Communion with the Church of Rome, they are 
not Papiſts ? Why then tis poſſible at leaſt, that this may be 
the Caſe of many of thoſe of this Kingdom who continue in 
the ſame Communion; and if in Fact it be ſo, your Ar 
ment (Let. p. 34.) That no Aan can ſerve two Maſters, &c. 
ſignifies nothing. | 

And now you may ſee, with how little Reaſon you repreſent 
me, ( 2 ) as inconſiſtent with my ſelf, for ſay ing, that 
the Church of Rome does, as I have ſhewn, Maintain or Counte- 


wance theſe wicked Doctrines, and at the ſame Time ſaying, that 
all the Members of it do nat. For what is this other, or more 
than to ſay, that all the Members of the Church of Rome have 
not a true Notion, or the ſame Notion that I have of the Doctrine 
of that Church? and wherein the inconſiſtency of this lies, I 


It 


- 


profeſꝭ Lam not able to diſcover. 
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rr preſent Opinion, that the Doctrine of the. 
Pope's Power to depoſe Princes, &c. is the Doctrine of the Church, 
of Rome. Whether on a full Examination of all that has been 
written on both Sides on the Point, I ſhould continue of the 
ſame Opinion, I know not: But this I ſee plainly, that the 
Reaſons, which thoſe who. hold the Negative of this Queſtion 
do urge in favour of their Opinion, are ſuch- as, together with 
the horrid Wickedneſs and Abſurdity of the Doctrine it ſelf, 
may be abundantly ſufficient to diſpoſe Men of honeſt and 
peaceable Minds, ſincerely and heartily to renounce it. And'I 
earneſtly wiſh for the good of Chriſtendom in general, and the 
ſafety of this Kingdom. in particular, that That Doctrine were 
ſo. fully prov'd not to be the Doctrine of the Church of Rome, 
that no one Roman Catholick in the World could be ſuppos'd to 
be influenc'd by it. And ſo I come to the 

Second Reaſon, which I find in your Letter (p. 23.) from 
whence you ſeem to think, it may be concluded impoſſible- to 
bring the Papiſts fo to renounce thoſe Principles, which are re- 
ally deſtructive of our Government, as that there can be any de- 
pendance on their acting agreeably to ſuch Renunciations. And 
this is taken from the Doctrine of the Pope's Power to diſpenſe 
with al Oaths of Allegiance, &c. 

But I haveno occaſion to ſay much 2 this Point, for the 
ſame Perſons who declare againſt the depoſing Power, do alſo 
declare againſt this Doctrine; They deny that the Pope has 
any ſuch Power, or that the Church: of Rome does 1n any 
Manner, much leſs de fide, teach that he has it; Nay, they 
here further ſay, that no Decree of any Council that is or can 
be at all pretended to be General, can be produc'd, which at- 
tributes to him the Power of diſpenſing with Oaths; and really 
for any Thing I know to the contrary, they ſay true; for 1 
know of no ſuch Decree, and I believe there is none; If there 
be, I hope you will point it out. But what, beſides the little 
enquiry I have made my ſelf, confirms me in my preſent Opini- 
on, is, That I do not find any ſuch Decree mentioned either 
by Biſhop Barlow, or the learned Author of the Laws gain 
Hereticks, If you want any Inſtance of Roman Catholicks de- 
claring againſt this Power, be pleas'd to read the Books to 
which I havereferr'd you, and you'll find a Multitude of them. 
Perhaps you may think the Decree of the fourth Council of 
Lateran eſtabliſhes this, as well as the depoſing Power : But 


before you pronounce poſitively upon either Point, * 
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fo well to read and conſider what they ſay about this Decree, 


and then judge fairly according to Evidence. Or, 
It may be you may ſay, That the Papiſts will think them- 


ſelves abſol d from the Obligation of theſe Oaths, if ever the 


Pope ſhould take upon him to diſpenſe with them, in conſequence 
of that Principle, That zo Faith is to be kept with Hereticks, If 
you do, give me leave to tell you, that theſe fame Men do deny 
this Principle, either to be true, or the Doctrine of the Church 
of Romez examine if you thinł fit, what they ſay upon this Sub- 
je, and then you'll ſee the Reaſons of their Opinion: I will 
not ſay that they can entirely vindicate the Church in theſe Mat- 
ters, bot this I will ſay, that what they urge, leaves me no 
room to doubt, but that a Man may continue in the Commu- 
nion of the Church of Rome, and yet fincerely and honeſtly re- 
nounce this and the other Doctrines before mention'd, ay and 
#bink bimſelf bound in Conſcience at all times to act in conformity 
to this Renunciation. _ | 


Whether they will do this, I cannot ſay : Nor is it poſſible 


for any Man to form a certain Judgment how far thoſe who may 
now perhaps ſincereſy renounce theſe Doctrines, and take Oaths 
to the Government, may hereafter think themſelves abfolv'd 
from theſe Obligations by Papal Diſpenſations. For as the Pope 
does aſſume to himſelf the Power of granting ſuch Diſpenſations, 
fo the Jeſuits and other Janizaries of the Court of Rome, will 
never fail to inſiſt on the Validity of them, upon any favourable 
Juncture that may offer to raiſe Commotions in the Kingdom. 
And therefore I beg you would obſerve the Caution with which 
I have carried my ſelf in this Affair. | 

If there was no Ground of Suſpicion, that thoſe of the Ro- 
man Catholick Religion, would either diſſemble in the Renuncia- 
tions, I have heard they profeſs themſelves willing, to make of 
theſe dangerous Doctrines, or at any Time hereafter think them- 
felves abſolo'd by Papal Diſpenſations, or otherwiſe, from all 
Obligation of acting according to them, or of keeping thoſe 
Oaths which I alfo ſuppoſe them to take to the Government, I 
could not upon my Principles deny them a free Toleration. But 
as notwithſtanding all that they can or will do, there may yet 
be ſome Ground to ſuſpett them; So all that I have ventur d to 
to propoſe, or even inſinuated, or indeed ever thought on in 
their Favour, is, that they ſhould have ſome Benefit of 4 Toler ati- 
on, i. e. that they ſhould have ſome Liberty under the conſtant 
doſpe@iva of the Ci Magiſtrate, to — - to 
Gs ther 
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their erroneous Conſciences, and at the ſame time ſhould be 
laid under ſuch Limitations both with reſpect to Property and 
Civil Liberty, as may entirely deprive them of all Power, all 
Capacity to do Miſchief, tho they ſhould be ine lin d toit ; nay, 
ſhould be oblig'd to ſuffer their Children to be Educated under 
publick Inſpection; that by that Means, a ſtop may be put to 
that Evil in the next Generation, which- greatly hurts and 
embaraſſes the preſent. And what other, what more Secure, and 
every way guarded Method is it poſſible, at leaſt on the preſent 
Suppoſition, to point out? A total Denial of all Toleration to 
theſe unhappy Perſons, is, if the Argument propos d in my 
Sermon (p. 34. 4to. p. 24. 8v0. ) be a good one, unlawful}; and 
to drive them out of the Society is not convenient tho lawfull ; 
Conſider I pray you and tell, if you can, what better Method can 
be taken with theſe Perſons, than that which I have hinted. 

But now let us ſuppoſe, what yet nothing in your whole 
Letter lays me under the leaſt neceſſity of ſuppoſing, that a to- 
tal Denial of a Toleration, to all thoſe who are of the Romiſh Re- 
ligion, were not certainly unlawful ; or that it were doubtful, as 
certainly 'tisat leaſt doubtful, whether it be unlawful or no, 
and let us goon to conſider, | 

The ſecond Argument, which I ſay, in my Sermon, may be 
urgd in favour of it, viz. That ſuch a denial is not in the whole 
prudent or convenient, that inſtead of being any way uſeful to the 
Publick, it really hurts it more than a Toleration would do, becauſe 
to prevent entirely their holding Aſſemblies is morally impoſſeble,and 
if they be at all beld, the more they are under the luſpection of the 
Magiſtrate, the leſs danger there is from them to the Publick. (Ser. 
P. 36. 4to. p. 25. 8v0.) | 

Now, Sir, I would fain know, where the Fallacy of this Rea- 
ſoning is. Are Papiſts ever the leſs Papiſts becauſe they are not 
tolerated? Or is it likely they will ever be without Priefts to 
perform divine Offices among them? You your ſelfown, ( Let. 
P. 42. ) That though al legal Avennes be ſhut up againſs them, nos 
only their Secular, but Regular Clergy, ſwarm among ut, ſqueez- 


in and pillaging the Populace, to ſuch a Degree, that they them- 


ſelves complain of their Numbers and Exact ions; and you ſay that 
the Landlords perhaps may feel this as much in the Payment of 
their Rents, as the Miniſters in their Tithes, &c. (Let. p. 42.) 


But what then is to be done ? All legal Avenues are ſhut, a 


yet they ſwarm 3 how are they to be kept out? why, make ſe- 
verer Laws againſt them; this it is very probable the Legiſla- 
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terand protect each other: Nor will the poor 
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ture may not think it very Hamane or Chriſtian to do. But 


ſuppoſe they were made, I Il venture to ſay, they never will he 
executed. For that is always the Fate of Sanguinary Lams, when 
the Injuries done to private Perſons, or ſome immediate immi- 


nent Danger the Publick is in, do not make the Execution of 


them abſolutelj neceflary.. 4 1 1 ff 
But I find by what you ſay ¶ Let. p. 42. ) you are of Opinion, 
That any nem Indulgence, or Relaxation of the Law, will increaſe 
their Numbers. Now, 1 think it will not, but directly the 
contrary ʒ and one Part of the Legiſlature has already (E) declar d 
itſelf of this Opinion; That the moſt probable Way to reſtrain 
Popifſh Prieſts, and Regulars coming into the Kingdom, will be to 
allow a competent Number of Secular Prieſts to Exerciſe their Func- 
tiont unter ſuch Regulations as may be for ths Security of the Civil 


State. | 

and indeed, the Thing ſpeaks it ſelf; for if there be a 
competent Number of Priefts, who appear under the Protection 
of the Law, to perform Divine Offices among the People, they 
ho are no further concern d than to hear Maſs, &c. will be 
under no Temptation to encourage others. Nay, *tis no way 
abſurd to ſay, that the Prieſts, who have Allowance, will them - 
ſelves runcur to keep out the reſt ; for the Secular Prieſts have 
generally no great Affection for the Regulars ʒand I do not think 
but a Romiſh Prieit may be as much afraid of a Sharer in the Be- 
nevolence of his People, as you appear to be of your Tithes : 
Let. p.6.& 42. ) But as Matters now are, all being under the 
lame legal Incapacities, are on an equal Foot: They muſt ſhel- 
bigotted People 
complain openly, becauſe they think it, in the whole, better 
to bear their Numbers and Exactions, than totally to want them. 

The great Number therefore of Prieſts which is now in the 
Kingdom, is, in my Opinion, to be aſcrib'd to nothing more, 
than to this, that, as the Laws now ſtand, zone are allow'd, 
unleſs perhaps one or two that remain of the regiſtred ones 3 
and to this alſo I think it is owing that a great, probably the 
the much greater, part are, of the worſt fort, Regulars: For 
theſe being generally moſt atrachyd to the See of Rome, are un- 
daubtedly the Perſons whom the Pope and the Congreg ation de 
propaganda fide at Rome, will always chuſe to ſend hither, 2 
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the Submifhon, they think | 
mands of the Pope, or of the Superiors of their Orders, will at all 
times engage them, more than others, to run all Hazards that 
may attend their coming into this Kingdom. So that to form 
a true Judgment on the Caſe now before us, all I defireis, that yau 
would be pleas'd to conſider the following Queſtion ; Whether it 
be in the whole more prudent, more convenient, more forthe 


Intereſt of the Proteſtant Religion, and his Majeſty's Govern- 


ment to allow in this Kingdom, ſuppoſe ſive Hundred Secular 
Prieſts, Educated in any of thoſe Countries or Univerſities 
where the dangerous Doctrines we have now been ſpeaking of are 
neither taught nor recei d zwhoin order to their being allow'd, 
muſt make a moſt full and expreſs Renunciation of all theſe 
Doctrines, and take the Oaths of Alegiance, and Abjuration or 
ſome others that may be Equivalent; to allow, I ſay, five Hundred 
ſuch Prieſts, to perform Divine Offices among the e 
under the conſtant immediate Direction and In the 
Civil Magiſtrate; Or to have two Thon ſand, for the moſt part 
REGUL ARS, or Educated in Countries where theſe de- 


ſtructive Dottrines are in high Requeſt, hrrking in Holes and 


Corners, always inſtilling the Venom of theſe Principles into 
the Minds of weak People, without ever either renouneing 
any the moſt pernicious Poctrines, held by thoſe addicted to the 
See of Rome, or giving the Government any the leaſt Security 
for their good Behaviour? For my own-part, if Men will! 
aſide their prejudices and judge impartially, I think tis moſt eaſi- 
ly determin'd, On 194. 4 S 

But in order to have this Scheme take Effect, you fay I re- 
commend ſome mollifying Clauſe in the Oath of Abjuration. 
(Let. p. 31.) Do I indeed? Truly twas beſide my intention; 
for I never thovght of molliſying it, or having it relax d; Nor 
was 1 ever of that Opinion which in the latter End of the 
Queen's Reign you and I know was a very faſhionable one, 
That the Obligation of that Oath on the Conſcience would ceaſe, 
of the Legiſlature ſhould alter the Succeſhon. © «4 
But ſee how far your honeſt Zeal for His Majeſty and the 
Oath of Abjuration has tranſported you. I ſay; that the Papifts 
make one Object ion to the Oath of Abjuration, as it now ſtands, 
which poſſibly may be obviated without leſſening the binding Forcg 
of the Oath it ſelf, and this, you out of your great Concern for 
this Oath, call a mol/ifying. Clauſe; Nay! You call it ſo, tho 
unmediately afterwards, you ſet 12 my own bw 
IDES | | hie 


themſelves bound, to pay to tlie Cm. 
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which it appears plainly that I could not mean a mollißyi 
Clauſe; Fora mollifying Clasſe which does not leſſen the binding 
Force of the Oath. is in plain Terms a mollifying Clauſe which 
does not mollify. However I am content your good intention 
_ thould here be your Excuſe, and I am glad to find you ſo jea- 
lous of that Oath, which has been a uſeful Manacle on thoſe 
who ſeem'd to have good Inclinations towards the Pretender, 
and 1 hope will ever continue ſo. But, 
Io clear my ſelf from any imputation of a Deſign aginſt this 
Oath, give me leave to tell you, that 1 had no thought, even of 
altering this Oath, with reſpect to the vaſtly greater Part of 
thoſe who are now by Law oblig'd to take it. All that I 
meant was this, That ſince the Romiſh Prieſts and the Papiſts, 
generally refus d to take this Oath in the preſent Form, it 
might perhaps be poſſible to contrive another to be taken by 
them and them only, which would be equally binding ia it ſelf 
an 8 liable to the Objection which they make againſt this 
8 | ' | 
I Toclear.up this fully (for indeed I am mighty deſirous that 
every thing relating to my Scheme, as you call it, ſhould be 
5 in the cleareſt Light) give me leave to tell you, That the 
bjection I there had in View was this. Whoever takes the 
Oath of Abjuration, ſwears among other things, that he does 
Believe in hisConſcieuce, that the Pretender bath not ANY RIGHT 
TITLE what ſoever, tothe Cromn of this Realm, or any other the 
as, thereunto belonging. Now this, they ſay, they cannot, 
with a ſafe Conſcience, take; for tho His Majeſty KING 
GEORGE has the Legal Right, which, they ſay, they are 
willing and ready to acknowledge, yet they cannot ſay nor 
ſwear, that the Pretender hath not any Right or Title whatſoever; 
becauſe*tis poſſible, that according to the Conſtitution of ſome 
or all of the Dominions annex'd to the Crown of Great-Bri- 
tain, this Perſon. if ſuppos d the Son of King James II. may 
have an Hereditary Right, which no Laus can deprive him of, 
and therefore tho' rhey are determin'd, and are ready to Swear 


that they never will do any thing in Favour of him or his 


Right, yet they cannot Swear that they believe in their Con- 
ſcience, That He hath not any Right or Title whatſoever, 
This, Sir, is the Objection I had in View: 1 indeed think it a 
frivolous one, for Iam not at all concert d whether the Preten- 
Aer be King James the IId's. Son or no: Nor do I know of any 
_  #ghttothe Crown ſubliſting in ay Fenſen, but in TG 24 A. 
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ESF who by the Laws of the Land now enjoys, and may 
« long enjoy it. And yet I cannot but think that this may bewithy 
ſome a Matter of real Scruple, and I'll give you one Reaſon 
why 1 think ſo ; becauſe I well remember, that in the latter End 
of the late Queen's Reign, the Notion of an Hereditary Right 
to the Crown was by many of our own Church very warmly 
eſpous d and contended for, tho at the ſame time they nerer 
did nor would explain what they meant by it, and therefore 
gave no ſmall Cauſe of Suſpicion, that they meant what Mr. 
Leſley, Dr. Bedford and others openly maintain'd, an ndefeaſs- 
ble Hereditar y Right : I remember that all Addreſſes were full 
of Acknowledgments of the Queen's Hereditary Right, and 
that to deny it, or heſitate about it, or ta propoſe the Ac- 
knowledgment of her Parliamentary Right even in Conjunction 
with it, was thought an Imputation on a Mats Loyalty. 1 
remember particularly the conſtant repeated Efforts made in 
the Univerſity of Dublin, (by Perſons without doors againſt 
the Judgment of the Provoſt and Felloms who did all they could 


| to oppoſe them, and God be thanked, prevail'd) at every Com- 


mencement for ſeveral Years, to procure a Repeal of the Sen- 
tence againſt Forbes, and a Razure of thoſe wicked Words eodem 
nititur fundamento, which plac'd the Title of the late Queen on 
the ſame Foot with that of her Glorious Predeceſſor, out of 
the publick Regiſter of the Univerſity 3 And fince ſo many 
Perſons, who ought to have known better things, have formerly 
with ſo great wermth run into theſe unaccountable Notions, 
I cannot but think they may have ſome real Influence on the 
Minds of others. . 

But what is to be done in this Caſe ? The Papiſts in Fat do 
generally refuſe to take this Oath; Is it then to leave 
them at Liberty, and take no Security at all for their Allegiance 
to bis Majeſty, or to contrive ſome other Oath, of equal Force 
to bind their Conſciences, which yet may not be liable to this 
Exception ? 2 

Suppoſe for Inſtance that an Oath of Allegiance and Abju- 
ration to be taken by Papiſts and them only, (leaving the Oath' 
of Abjuration as it now is with Reſpect to all other Perſons) - 
were conceiv'd in the following Terms. | >, 


T'A. B. do profeſs, - teſt ifie and declare before GOD, that I 
n, and will continne, 4 true and. faithful Suljecꝭ unto our So- 
, I vereign 


C76 ] 
rereign. Lord King GEORGE, and that I will bear Faith 
and. Alegiance to him as a good Subje& ought to do. of 

Ido alſo profeſs, teſtifie and declare before G © D, that I hold 
ey ſelf bound in Conſcience to pay all that Duty and Allegiance 
uno aur ien Lord King GEOR GE, which according 
co the Laws of GOD, and the preſent Conſtitutions of this 
Realm, now in Force, is due to the King of Great-Britain aud 
ireland, in a Matters aud Things which concern the Lives, 
Liberties and Properties of #be Subjets of this Land. 

1 do alſo promiſe aud ſwear, that I will not at any Time, 
dire or indirefily, by Word or Deed, encourage or aſſiſt any 
Perſon or Perſous whatſoever, in any Deſign to deprive our So- 
vereign Lord King GEORGE & the Crown or _ 
Authority which be now enjoys, within the Kingdoms of Great- 
Britain and Ireland, or either of them, or to ſet up 4 Right 
ar Title to the ſame, in any other Perſon whatſoever 5 and that 
I will immediately diſcover every ſuch Deſign that comes to my 
Knowledge, ſo as that the ſame may, to the beft of my Power, 
be prevented, and the Promoters thereof brought to Puniſhment, 
according to the Laws now in Force within this Realm. 

1 do alſo profeſs and jwear, that I do not believe, that the 
Pope or Biſhop af Rome, or any Council or Aſſembly of Bi- 
Hops, or Ecclefraſtical Perſons, has or baue, any lawful Power, 
ax any Caſe whatever, to depoſe Kings or Princes, or to deprive 
them of their Authority or any Part of it, or to abſolve their 
Subjetts from their Allegiance , Neither do 1 believe that the 
Pope ar .4 Council, or any of them, have Power to abſolve me 
from that Alegiance, which I now ſwear to our Sovereign Lord 
King GEORGE, or to diſpenſe with any Part of the Oath 
_ whic * * . have 1 already taken, or will Jever 

accept of, any ſuch Di ion or Abſolution. my 

14% aiſo promiſe —— that 1 will not, either direct iy 

indirectiiy, by Word or Deed, attempt or endeavour to bin- 

er or alter, the Succeſſion of the Crown of Great- Britain or 
Ireland, as the ſame ftands now limited, to the Heirs of the 
late Illuſtrious SOP H IA Eleftreſs and Dutcheſs Dowager of 
HANNOVER; But will to my Power, maintain and de- 
fend the ſaid: Succeſſion againſs all Perſons whatſoever, And 
particularly againſt the Perſon pretending in the Life of the 
late King James to be Prince of Wales, and fince his Death, 
pretending to be King of England, Ireland or Great: Britain, 
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not the Papiſts as much Papiſts now, as t 
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the Name n or of Scotland, by the Nun 

0 ames = ighth: And if 1 ſhall at any Time know of 
any Attempt or Endeavour, to defeat or alter the ſaid Succeſſion, 
1 will with all Speed, make ſuch Diſcovery of the ſame, as that, 
to the beſt of my Power, ſuch Attempt or Endeavour may be 
rendred inefſe#ual, and the Authors and Promoters thereof 


puniſhed, according to 


ording to the Laws now in Force. 2 


ace 
- And all this I do fincerely and faithfully ſs, promiſe 
and ſwear, according to the ordinary Senſe of the Words now 
read unto me, in the Faith of a Chriſtian, without any ſecret 
Colluſron, „ Equivocation or mental Reſervation: And 
will in like Manner, honeſtly and fincerely, to the beſt of my 
wer, perform what I have now ſworn, and every Part thereef, 
80 help me GO. 4 


Whoever conſiders the Form of this Oath, may plainly per- 
ceive that it binds thoſe who take it, as ftrongly to pay all datiful 
Allegiance to His Majeſty, and to ftand by and Him and 
His Succeſſars againſt the Pretender, and all other what- 
e cot 

; t the Papiſts is Ki ; , of 
in any conſiderable Numbers, would agree to take this Oath ; 
Would the Condition of theGovernment by thereby made berter 
or worſe ? Worſe it cannot be; unleſs you ſuppoſe that the Papiſfts 
will be leſs inclin'd to rebel, when they have taken no Oath at 
all, than, when they have taken ſuch a One as this: And it may be 
better, becauſe ſome of them probably would think themſelves 
bound in Conſcience to keep it. 

— Suppoſe further, That on their taking this Oath, they were 
allow d ſome Benefit of a Toleration, i. e. That they were allow'd 


a competent Number of Secular Prieſts, choſen in ſuch Manner 


as beſt to avoid any Perſons creeping in, who had imbib'd any 
of thoſe Principles, which are truly dangerous to the Govern- 
ment, and all of them bound by this ſame Oath, and giving a 


that they were, I ſay, allow'd a competent Number of ſuch 
Prieſts to perform” Divine Offices among them; What new 
Danger would there be to the Government from hence? Are 


hey would be if to- 


lerated > Or would they be more dangerous, if under the in- 
fluence only of Five Hun dred Prieſt s, of the moſt inoffenſev? _ 
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than they now are under the influence of perhaps Two Thouſand 
for the moſt Part Regulars, and entirely devoted to the Nee of 
Rome ? Would this increaſe either their Power or Inclination to 
do Miſchief ? Neither can be ſaid : It cannot be faid twould 
increaſe their Power,becauſe they may, notwithſtanding this, be 
laid under af the Limitations with reſpect to Property, Civil 
Liberty, 4 Capacity of bearing Arms, or having Horſes, &c. ; 
which they now are under. Againſt continuing theſe you your 
{lf cannot ſay I have offered the leaſt Objection; On the con- 
trary I have expreſly aſſerted the Lawfulneſs of moſt of them 
and my Meaning is plain as to them all; That they are lawful i 
they be neceſſary or greatly uſeful to the Publick Good. 
Whether this be in Fact the Caſe of al thoſe Limitations un- 
der which the Papiſts at preſent lie, I do not take upon me to de- 
termine: Different Men have different Opinions about them. 
Some for Inſtance think, That the Limitations they are under 
about purchaſing, &c. are not only not uſeful, but inconvenient, 
becauſe the Conſequence of this is, that they turn themſelves 
moſtly to Trade, and have their wealth chiefly in Money, which 
is not ſo ſure a Pledge for their quiet and peaceable Behaviour, 
as an Eſtate in Land, and may much more quickly and effectu- 
ally be apply*d to carry on any Enterprize againſt the Govern- 
ment. And whoever conſiders what Biſhop Burner (I) relates, 
as a Thing highly credible, That one Engliſh Merchant by bis 
wealth, Credit and Skill in Trade, was able to do, what the whole 
landed Intereſt of England could not at that time have done, even 
to ſtop the ſetting out of the Spaniſh Armada for a whole Near, 
will I believe think there is ſome Weight in this laſt Obſervation. 
But of theſe Things tis not my Province to judge. They 
who are concern'd.4n the Legiſlature are the proper, and the 
only proper Perſons, to conſider of and ſettle the Limitations 
under which the Papiſts ought to be laid for the Publick Good; 
And ſince theſe Limitations will as effectually take away from 
them the Power of doing Miſchief, when they are tolerated, as' 
when they are not; it follows moſt evidently, that the grant- 
ing them ſuch a Toleration as I have now explain'd, cannot in- 


_ creaſe their Power to diſtreſs the Government. 


Nor. 
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Neor can it be ſaid; That it will increaſe their Gitlization On 
the contrary the Probability is, that it will leſſen it. For the 
ſtrongeſt Motive that can be urg d to influence” the common 
People, who are no way concern'd in Point of Property, but 
muſt continue Hewers of Wood and Drawers of Water, whoeyer 
prevails, and are full as eaſy under Proteſtant Landlords, as 
under thoſe of their own Religion; The ſtrongeſt Motive, I fay, 

which can be ſuppos d at any Time to Influence ſuch Perſons to 
riſe and diſturb the Government, muſt be this, that thereby 
they may free themſelves from the Difficulties they are under 
on Account of Religion. And if theſe were remov d, there 
might be ſome Reaſon to hope, that neither the Regular Prieſts, 
who are zealous for the Pope's Power, nor the Emiſſariet of the 
Pretender perjur'd (m) or not perjur'd, would ever be able to 
revail on theſe wretched People, to involve themſelves in new 
Troubles, and run a manifeſt Hazard of their Necks, only- to 
change their Maſters. It may be you may here tell me, that this 
was actually the Caſe in 1641. But I ſay it was not, and who- 
ever conſiders the whole Hiſtory of that Tranſaction, muſt ſee 
it was not. God be thanked, the Circumſtances of both King- 
doms are now very difterent, from what they were at the Time 
of that horrid Rebellion, and therefore tis impoſſible from thence 
to draw any Argument, either concerning the preſent Power or 
Juclination of the Papiſts to do any Thing of the ſame Nature : 
But this is manifeſt, (and tis the only Thing in which I am at 
preſent concern d) that a Toleration, ſuch as I have been ſpeak- 
ing of, cannot increaſe either the one or the other. 
But at preſent tis uncertain, whether the Papiſts, in order to 
obtain ſuch a Toleration, would come in and give the beſt Se- 
curity, which, conſiſtently with their Religion, they are able, 
to the Government, for their Allegiance. Suppoſe it to be ſo, 
Is there any Hurt to make ſuch an Offer? Certainly no! That 
which being granted, I have ſhewn would at leaſt do xo Hurt, tis 
ſafe, tis every way conſiſtent with the good of the Kingdom, 
and of the Proteſtant Intereſt, to male an Offer of: 
' - But I think to make ſuch an Offer would not only be ſafe; but 
uſeful, whether they accept it or no. The Uſe of it, if they ac- 
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cept it, I have already ſnewn. But tho they refufe it, it woul 


be uefa for the Reaſon I have given in my Sermon p. 50. ro. p. 
36. uo.) Becauſe then a Ground, or even Colour of Complaint of 
Violence offer d to Mens Conſciences, would be extirely remov'd, 
and thoſe who afterwards incurr d the Penalties of the Laws, muſt 
even themſelves being Fudges, be own'd to ſuffer, not as. Perfons 
profeſſing the NRomiſh Religion, but as Perſons who refuſe to give 
the Government a fair and reaſonable Security for their being 
loyal and peaceable Subjects; Nay, 'tis evident they conld not 


250 complain, tho' rhey were at once baviſh'd ouz of the Society. 


This in 4 Caſe of ſo great Extremity, I have ſhewn to be lawful 
But bow far in the preſent — — it may be prudent, is 
neither within my Province, nor Capacity to determine. 
And thus, Sir, I bave fully laid open to you the whole of 
my Scheme, as you call it, as fully as in the compoſing that 
dreadful Sermon which has put you into ſo violent a Paſſion, 
or at any Time ſince, I either had or have any Notion of it. What 


Judgment you may now paſs on it or me, I do not know, and 


to tell you the Truth, t do not much care. But I do not doubt; 
but that Men of Senſe and Candor will think, that what I have 
ſaid, is at leaſt innocent, and no way inconſiſtent with any Obli- 
gation I am under, either as a faithful Subjeft to His Majeſty, 
ing GEORGE, or as aClergyman of the Church of Eng- 


confeſs freely, tis my Opinion, that ſuch a Scheme as this 
if put in Practice, would not only be innocent but uſeful: And 
belides the Reaſons already given, which incline me to be of 


this Opinion, L have this further to offer, that tis one, which 


neither the Pope nor the Congregation de propaganda fide at 
Nome, nor the Jeſuits, nor any one Perſon in the ſtrict Senſe of 
the Word a PAS, i. e. a Friend to the Pope's Power, in 
that. extent for which bis Creatures contend, will ever approve of. 
On the contrary they fear it more than they do a Perſecution. 

If you read the Hiftory of the Iriſh Remonſtrance, you'll find, 
that ſoon after the Reſtaurationa Project of this Sort was fer on 
Foot for the Toleratiun of Papiſts, which was Countenanc'd by 
thoſe truly great Men the Duke of Ormond and the Earl of cla 
rendon, and that Cardinal Barberin with the whole Congrega- 
tion de propaganda fide, and the Pope's Internuncio at 7 


Hier. de Vechiis, and all thoſe who were devoted to the Ser 


Kon, viokatly pay ity nd raderrd i abortive. Biſbo 
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having none but Secular ' Priefts tolerated in England, who 
ſhould be under a Biſhop, and under an eſtabliſt'd Gorern- 
ment. Bat that all Regulars, in particular al Jeſuits, ſhould 
be under the ftrifteſt Penalties, forbid the Kingdom. He 
ſays further, That the Earl of Clarendon /er this on Foot, for 
he knew well it would divide the Papifts among themſelves. 
But at that Time they had higher Expectations, and there- 
fore tis not to be wondered, that the Generality of the 
Lay Papiſts as well as the Priefts appear d againſt it, or were 
cool and indifferent about it. b 

In the Year 1677, the very learned and excellent Dr. 
Lloyd, afterwards Biſhop of St. Aſaph, and laſt of Wor- 
cefter, one of the greateſt Men of his Age, (o) wrote 
and publiſhed a Book (p) recommending this Deſign z which 
Book, if you have a Mind fully to underſtand the Nature 
and Conſequenc:s of ſuch a Scheme, I would recommend 
to your reading. The Account which Biſhop Zurnet (g) 
gives of this Book, and the Reception it met with is this. 
He, i. e. the Biſhop had another Load upon him, be had 
writ 4 Book with very ſincere Intentions, but upon a very ten- 
der Point: He propos'd, that 2 Diſcrimination ſhould , 
made between the Regular Prieſts chat were in 4 Depen- 
dance, and under Directions from Rome, and the Secular 
Prieſts that would renounce the Pope's depoſing Power, and 
his Infallibility : He thought this would raiſe Heats 
themſelves,” and draw Cenſures from Rome on the Seculars, 
which in Cs might have very good Effects. This 
was very plauſibly writ, and deſign'd with great Sincerity. 
But ANGRY MEN id al this was intended only 
ro take off ſo much from the Apprebenſions that the Na- 
tion had of Popery, and to give a milder Idea of a great 
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Body 2 them: And as ſoon as it had that Effect, it 
was probable, that al the Miſſionaries would have Leave gi- 
ven them to put on that Diſguiſe, and to tale thoſe diſcri- 
.aninating_ Teſts, till they had once prevail d, and then they 
would throw them off. Thus, ſays the Biſhop, the moſt zen- 
lons Man againſt Popery that J ever. yet knew, and the 
Man of the moſe entire Sincerity, was, ſo heavily Ceuſur d at 
this Time, &c. ddl? Ladd wats 28 
1 have ſet down this Paſſage at length, for two Rea- 
ſons, Firſt, That by it, you, and all weak and warm Men 
may ſee, that tis poſſible for a Man of the greateſt Judg- 
ment, Learning and Sincerity, to think favourably. of ſuch 
a Scheme, nay, publickly to recommend it as uſeful, and 
the true Way to ſuppreſs Popery, and to be at the ſame Time 
zealous againſt the Church of Rome; and therefore that tis 
neither juſt nor charitable, ſo heavily to cenſure one, who 
influenc'd, it may be, by the Reaſons and Authority of this 
great Man, thinks in the ſame Way, and on Occaſion given, 
ubliſhes his Thoughts on this Subje:t, modeſtly and with 
Diffidence, as if his Diſcourſe were calculated. for ſome ſecret 
| Aiſchief. (Let. p. 6.) The other Reaſon of my ſetting 
. down this Paſſage is, That by it you may ſee what Opi- 
. nion that truly great Man Biſhop Burnet: had of thoſe 
who paſs d theſe Cenſures. He calls them ANGRY 

MEN, which I think ſignifies at leaſt thus much, MEN 

who bave a Zeal but not according to Knowledge, and ſuffici- 

ently intimates his awn Opinion upon the Caſe. 

I do not indeed wonder that ſuch a Propoſal, at the Time 

it was made, was not generally reliſh'd. But God be thank- 

ed, we are fall'n into better Days, in which none of thoſe 

ill Confequences which the Augry A then fear'd, can 

with the leaſt Colour of Probability be apprehended; and 
therefore as ſuch a Scheme as this, may now with leſs 
Hazard be undertaken, fo I am ſure it would be leſs agree - 
able to thoſe who are zealouſly devoted to the See of Rome; 
tho' I do not find that the zealous Papiſts at that Time 
lik'd it, or were ſo weak as to think, that the Author was 
a Friend to the Romiſh Religion. The wiſe and crafty a- 
mong them undoubtedly ſa the Tendency of ths Thame, 
and the only Thing which could then have brought them 
to conſent to it, was the Hope of gaining Time, till the 
| Projects 
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Projects they had laid were ripe' for Execution, and the then 
much wiſh'd for, and expected Hour was come, when they 
were to have on the Throne a Verſon bigotted to the Romiſp 
Religion. But now they have no ſuch Hope, no ſuch Ex- 
pectation, they cannot reliſn it, they do, as I ſaid before, 
fear it more than they do a Perſecution. 

As a further Evidence of this, give me Leave to tell 
you, that a Project of this Sort, was, fince His MAJES- 
TY's happy Acceſſion to the THRONE, ſet on Foot by 
an Engliſh-man, of the Romiſh Religion, lately, if I miſtake 
not, made a Biſhop by the Emperour. All that I know 
of this Affair is, that J have heard from one of undoubted 
Credit, Who knew this Perſon at Rome, and had what 1 
am now writing from his own Mouth, that He came up- 
on this Deſign into England, that He propos'd it to the 
chief Roman Catholicks: there, who ſome of them approv'd 
of it; that His Buſineſs, at Rome was to propoſe it to the 
Pope, that He had done, it, and that it was referr d to 
ſome Cardinals to conſider of it, who at that Time had it 
under Deliberation. But neither the Perſon nor the Er- 
rand He came upon, there met with any Encouragement, 
the Deſign was laid aſide, and, as 1 verily believe, for this 
only Reaſon, Becauſe the Pope and his Cardinals did not 
approve of it. 

And they never will approve of it. That which they 
are moſt intent on is, to take Care to enlarge their own 
Power and to keep the Roman Cat bolicks of every Nation, 
as much as they can, dependant upon them, and in an inte- 
reſt diſtin&t from and oppoſite to that of the Proteſt ant Govern» 
ments, of the ſeveral Countries where they. livez They 
are not at all diſpleas d to ſee them under Ditficulties on 
Account of their Religion, they are rather pleas d with 
it, in Hopes they may, ſome Time or other, manage their 
Bigotry, ſo as to bring the Proteſtants again, under that Yoke 
of Papal loner, which was hateful and grievous to our An- 

ceſtors, even when they were of the Komiſh Religion. The 
Romiſh Religion and the Papal Power are, with them, two 
diſtinct Things, nor will the Friends of the Papacy- ever pro- 
mote the Intereſts of the former, at the Expence of the lat- 
ter: And therefore there is little Doubt to be made, but 
that they will always do their * to thwart and oppoſe 
N 2 any 
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any Defign, which 'may tend to the Dependance of the 
Papifts of theſe Kingdoms on . — and bring them 
by into a National Intereſt, by allowing them 
fome Liberty for the Exerciſe of their Religion. 

For the ſame Reaſons the Pretender and all his Ad- 
herents, mult, if they think conſiſtently, be always againſt 
it z Becauſe a Zeal for that Religion, to which the Papiſts 
are ſo unhappily addicted, is the chief Motive that can ever 
influence the Bulk of the People to attempt any Thing 
in his Favour. So that really this, if it be thronghly 
conſider d, is a Loyal and a Proteſtant Scheme, and if ever 
it be executed, it muſt be executed by Proteſtants, whether 
dhe Papiſts conſent to it or not. The greater Part of the 
Popiſh Ecclefiaſticks now in the Kingdom, will undoubtedly 
be againſt it; and probably the Lay Papiſts, who are ſe- 
cretly well diſpos'd to it, will not venture to propoſe any 
Thing of this Sort themſelves, leſt they incur the Pope's 
Diſpleaſure, without being ſecure of any Advantage to 
themſelves, either as to a Liberty of worſhipping God, or 
any Thing elſe. And yet if an Offer of this Sort were 
made to them, they might be glad to accept it, and rejoice 
to be in this Manner Compell d to do, what in the whole 
would be much for their Adyantage. What the Succeſs 
would be, tis impoſſible for me, or any other Man before 
hand to determine; But if the Tryal be ever made, as far 
as | am capable ef forming a Judgment on a Point of fo 
nice 4 Nature, It will have very good Effects, whether the 
Papiſts comply or not. What the probable Effects will 
be, if they generally comply 1 have already ſhewn z and if 
they ſoould not, they then would ſtand confeſs'd in their 
true Colours. Religion and Liberty of Conſcience would be 
out of the Queſt ion; And whatever further Penalties the 
Legilkture ſhould think fit to lay them under, in Caſe 


they ſhould not comply with fo reaſonable a Propoſal, the 


only Ground of them would manifeſtly be, their refuſing 
to give 4 reaſonable Security to the Government for their 
dariful Obedience and Submiſſion. Arts tes 
And now, Sir, I beg you would ſeriouſly conſider this 
whole Matter, and fee what juſt or even probable Occaſion 
1 harte given you for thoſe ſevere Reflextons you caſt on 


we; and my Sermon. 
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Lou charge me with breaking thro the ſolemn Engagement 
1 made at my Ordination, in Violation of the Liturgy, Arti- 
cles, Canons and Homilies of the Church; You ſay that I hate 
thereby offended all Orders and Degrees of Men in the | Nati- 
on, only for the Sake of profeſs d and avow'd Enemies to the 
CHURCH andSTATE. u. P. 381) Nor is it enough 
that you charge me with having theſe Things, but 
ou take upon you to judge of my Deſign in doing them. 
n the Perſon of your honeſt Neighbour you ſay Yay p. 
6.) you apprehend this Diſcourſe may be calculated for ſome 
ſecret Miſchief you are not aware of: In another Place 
you tell me, that F one may conjecture from my - own 
Words, I ſeem to have had ſome Qualms, i. e. in plain En- 
gliſh, my Conſcience flew in my Face, and yet I perſifted in 
my Wickedneſs ; (Let. p. 33.) And in the Place before re- 
ferr'd to, (Let. p. 38.) where you lay together your chief 
Accuſations againſt me, you ſay what Inducement I could 
have to do all this, is not eaſy to imagine unleſs for ſome 
Reaſons, which you are unwilling to mention; and ſo you 
leave the unwary or prejudic'd Reader, to imagine the 
very worſt he has a Mind to. And when you have thus 
ſaid the bittereſt Things you poſhbly could, your next 
Words are; And now, Sir, I defire to take my Leave of 
You, not as an Enemy, but 4 Friend, and à Brother. Thus 
Jab ſpake quietly with Abner, and at the ſame Time / 
him under the fifth Rib. * 5 
But how or in what am I guilty of any of theſe Things, 
whereof you accuſe me? Becauſe I promis'd at my Ordina- 
tion to baniſh and drive away all ſtrange and erroneous Doc- 
trines contrary. to God's Word; Muſt I be for forcing, com- 
pelling, driving, urging or moleſting ME N ? (Let. p. 1 2.) 
Muſt I be for perſecuting thoſe whom I think to be in Er- 
ror? Fool that I was, I thought that the Solemn Promiſe | 
there made, oblig d me, to Endeavour by Reaſon, and Ar- 
gument and Perſuaſion, to influence Men's Judgments, and 
in a Abra and Chriſtian Way to bring them to the Know- 
ledge of the Truth. I thought alſo that I had at the ſame 
time isd to maintain, and ſet forward as much as lieth 
in me, Quietneſs, Peace and Love all Chriſtian People. 
Bur it ſeems 1 break the Solemn Engagement / made as my 
Ordination, if 1 do not inſtead of prometing Peace, Kc. ſet 
T Chriſtians 
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Cbriſtiant at Variance, if I do not by violent Methods filence 
thoſe who will not be Convinc d, and Compel, at leaſt excite 
the Magiſtrate to Compe! them to profeſs and att againſt 
their Conſciences. © | | et whe) 
But what have I done in violation of the Liturgy, Articles, 
Cant and Homilies of the Church? Have 1 ſaid a Word 
againſt any of them? I declare I cannot find that I have, 
nor even thatiyon charge me with any particular Violation 
of any one of them. But I ſuppoſe you thought it neceſ- 
ſary to ſtring al theſe together, to make a Figure, and give 
the Alarm, as'if the Ruin of every thing that is held in 
t Eſtimation was deſign'd. „ 
But I have offended all Orders and Degrees of Men in 
the-Nat'on, (Let. p. 38.) The very Apprehenſion of the evil 
tendency of my Diſcourſe, muſt, you ſay, grieve and afflict 
_ the venerable Fathers of the Church, who have likewiſe bound 
themſelves by the ſame Solemn Promiſe at their Conſecration to 
bamſh and drive away all ftrange and erroneous Doctrines, 
ec. Pray Sir, How come you to know all this? Have 
any of my Lords the Biſhops oper d to you their Fears and 
their Grief? Or is this an inference of your 'own ? Or do 
you take this Method to tell your Superiors their Duty, 
and let them know that if they offer to think (as many of 
them in Fact do, and I have fome Reaſon to believe you 
knew, before your Letter was printed, that they did think) 
of a Toleration of Papiſts, they break the Solemn Promiſe 
made at their Conſecration ? Have a care, Sir, of writin 
thus Hooſely and at random, where the Honour of my Lor 
the Biſhops may be concern'd; It does not become you and it 
may be dangerous. Their Lordſhips know their Duty; 
they have no Occaſion” to learn it from you; Nor dol 
doubt but if Occaſion were, they would imitate the great 
Example, you ſet before them. Only this give me leave 
to tell you, that if the Petition of the Seven Biſhops to 
the King, be a full Evidence of the great motive of this 
rneir Heroick Action, their refuſal to give Directions to 
their inferiour Clergy, to Read His Majeſty's Declaration 
for Liberty of Conſcience did not proceed from any want of 
Aue renderneſs to Diſſenters, in relation to whom they declare 
themſeives w.Hinr to cone to ſuch a Temper 'as ſhould. be 
"thought fit when that Malter ſhould be confider'd and ſetthed 
0 * | 8 in 
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in Parliament and Convocation, but becauſe that Declaration 
was founded upon ſuch «a DISPENSING POWER 
as had been often declar d Ilegal in Parliament. (r) This 
Sir, was, as-their Lordſhips themſelves declare, the great 
Motive of that Magnanimous Action. But, I ſuppoſe you 
think it more for their Honour, to Attribute it entirely, 
tho' without ground, to their Zeal. againſt Popery, than to 
own, that theſe great Men, by refuſing to obey the King 
contrary to Law, manifeſtly thew'd themſelves no great 
pt riends, to the Modern Doctrine of unlimited Paſtve Obe- 
ence. * * ane 
But my Diſcourſe is highly diſagreeable to the Senſe of 
moſt of my Brethren of the inferior Clergy. Pray, Sir, 
now do you know this? Or do you believe the Clergy mult 
generally think as you do? Truly if they muſt, they'll 
think much worſe than 1 hope and believe they do. But 
I am-mightily Chang d: I was a white Boy, but now-Oh 
how fallen. (Let. p. 37.) I cannot tranſcribe your Latin, The 
Scraps you have pick'd up, from the Tritical Eſſay, Lilies 
Grammar, and the Title P ages of Scurrilous Pampblets have 
made me zauſeate it. But, to this low Piece of perſonal Re- 
flection, I ſay, Let them Change, whoſe former bad Princi- 
ples make it neceſſary for them to do ſo 3.1 am not Chang d, 
nor do I think I ſhall. 1 ſhall be, as I have been always 
to my Power, a true Friend to the Proteſtant Intereſt; I ſhall 
always, as [ have hitherto done, oppoſe the Errors of Popery 
in that way which, becomes a Chriſtian and a Clergymans 
and, for that, among other Reaſons, I ſhall. always be, as 
God be Thanked, I have always been, an Enemy to Perſe- 
cation, and to what I think to be the ſame thing under a 
cor plauſible Name, your Adoderate aud. Wholeſome Re- 
ramets. '' | + = . NUYS MIN UNH 
But THE CHURCH IS IN, DANGER. #F 
the Clergy ef our. Church begin to diſcover ſuch 1nclinations, 
the Lord bave . Mercy upon, us, and avert the evil Day 
which may come - upon” this. Church and Nation ¶ Lat. 
P-5-) And when. ſuch Doctrines . as theſe are advane'd by 
Clergymen from the Pulpit, well may at TRUE SO 5 4 
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OF THE CHURCH f/foy with the pſalmiſt, &. 
(Ter. p. 32.) Strange Fate this of the Church of Zngland! 
In the late s Reign the Church was in Danger, from 
thoſe who were the moſt Friends to the Proteſtant 
Swcceſſion, and thoſe only were it's Friends, who join'd in 
Meaſures that were manifeſtly calculated to bring it into 
Subjeftion to a Poprſh Prince. But now that the Prote- 
Succeſſion has taken Place; now that there is ſo 
little Reaſon to fear, that any Attempt to revive the ex- 
wing Cauſe of the Pretender, can have any other Effect, 
than to haſten his Deſtruction, and the utter Ruin of all his 
per d Adberents, (/) at this Time, which, for what Rea- 
ſon you beſt know, you call a Critical Juncture (Let. p 31.) 
Name but a Toleration of the Papiſts, and the Cry of the 
Danger of the Church again begins; Nay ! ſome of the ſame 
Perſons are the moſt active in ſetting it forward on this 
- Recount, who induſtriouſly promoted it on the other; and 
which is tilt more ſtrange, in both they do what they 
can, to ſerve the Pretender. I will not ſay they mean it; 
For I will not fix- an odions Imputation on any Man with- 
out fall Proof: But this, I think appears from what has 
been ſaid, that an unreaſonable Severity even to Papiſts, is 
the readieft way to incline them ſtill to wiſh well to his In- 
rare and that the Way to bring them off from this, is to 
e them as eaſy, as is conſiſtent with the Security of the 
Government ; that ſy His Majeſty may (as I heartily pray God 
he may) reign equally in the Affections of al His Subjects, 
whatever their religious Opinions or Per ſwaſions may be. 
Zut the Proteſtant: Laity are all alarm'd, and now they 
begin to ſee they have been a Parcel of Fools, and have ta- 
ken their Friends — their Enemie EE — 
their greateſt Friends ( Let. p. 37.) i. e. 1 ſuppoſe you 
| well 2 them A? . A | SI | 
But whom do you mean by theſe - Friend who have 
been taken for Enemies? If you mean thoſe, who in the 
late Reign 
all they could to vilify the Memory of the" late King Wil; 
liam and create an Averfion to the Proteſtant as nr” 
10 t 
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the Minds of the People; I'll venture to aſſure you, the 
Proteſtant Gentlemen of Ireland never will look upon ſuch 
Perſons as FRIENDS, . unleſs they change their Princi- 
ples, ; And, as I heartily wiſh for the common Good they all 
would do this, ſo I am glad, when I diſcover any of them 
diſpos d, however awkaraly, to do it. But change th 
muſt, or elſe the Proteſtants of this Kingdom will thin 
of them as they haye hitherto done; Nor will an impotent 
Endeavour to raiſe a Panick about Popery, ever incline 
them to alter their Opinion. : _ 

And among other bad Principles which they muſt quit, they 
muſt quit that of maintaining the Zawfulneſs of Perſecution on 
Account of Religion; for they who have a juſt Senſe of the 
Benefits procur'd for theſe Nations by the late happy Re- 
uolut ion, do reckon that Liberty of Conſcience, which has 
eyer ſince. been more or leſs allow'd, to all thoſe who are 
diſpos'd. to be good and peaceable Subjects, none of the 
leaſt of them. And if the Sentiments of that ruh great 
Max KING WILLIAM, for whom you expreſs ſo 
great a Regard, and of the Renown'd QUEEN MART, 
be of any weight, be pleas'd to read the Letter which Pen- 
onary Fagel by their Direction, wrote to Mr. Stzart, whom 
King James had order'd to. find out their Opinion about the 

. repeal, of the Penal Laws and the Teſts 3 There you'll find 
that the Penſionary ſays (t) that they can conſent, that the 
Papiſts in England, Scotland and Ireland be ſuffer'd to conti- 
nue in their Religion, with as much Liberty as is. alow'd 
them by the States of Holland, in which it cannot be denied 
but they enjoy a. full Liberty of Conſcience, And afterwards, 
If his Majeſty defires their Concurrence in repealing the Penal 
Laus, their Highneſſes were ready to give it, provided thoſe 
. Laws remain. ſtill in their full Force, by which the Roman Ca- 
 Fholicks are ſhut out of both Houſes of Parliament, and out of 
publik Employments Eccleſaaſtical, Civil, and Military; as 
. likewiſe thoſe other Laws which confirm the Proteſtant Religion, 
aud which ſecure it againſt all Attempts of the Roman Cat bo- 
; Nicks. But their Highneſſes cannot agree to the R of 
ie Teſt, and thoſe other Penal. Na laſt mention'd, 
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tend to the Security of the Proteſtant Religion, ſiuse the Rot 
man Catholicks receive no other Prejudices from theſe, than 
the being excluded from Parliament and phblick Employ- 
ments; Be pleas d, Sir, to conſider theſe Paſſages and then 
judge, whether any thing can be more exactly agreeable to 
the Sentiments of theſe great Perſons, than that poor 
Scheme, as you call it, which you have taken ſo much 


Pains to repreſent as wicked and dahgetous. 


But my Anſwer ſwells to too great a Bulk, and 1 


bave been too long in conſidering thoſe injurious Reflext- 


ons, you caſt upon me. What inclind me to do it, was 


this, that I find ſome Perſons endeavouring on this Occa- 
ſion to wind themſelves into the 7 Opinion of the World, 


which by their former ill Conduct they have in ſome Mea- 
ſure loſt, and in order to this, ſtriving to repreſent others, who 
have been always known to have contrary Inclinations as 


Friends to Popery, or cool and indifferent in their Endea- 
vours to ſuppreſs it. For this Reaſon, among others, I 


have been content to undergo the Drudgery of ſo particu- 


larly conſidering your Letter, which of it ſelf deſerves no 


I need give you no other Anſwer than to beg you to read 


* 


Conſideration; and I hope what I have now ſaid, will be 


ſufficient to convince every reaſonable Man, that no Aſper- 
fion can be more Falſe and Groundleſs, than that which has 
been too incautiouſly caſt on me, and on ſome very great 


and Eminent Perſons, on Account of this Bugbear Tolera- 


tion of the Romaniſts in this Kingdom. | 
As for what you have faid of my Diſcourſe being calcu- 


lated for ſome ſecret Miſchief, (Let. p. 6.) And of the 


Reaſons which you are unwilling to mention, (Let. p. 38.) 


what you your ſelf have written on another Occaſion, (Ler. 
p. 22, 23.) Who can know the ſecrets of the Heart, but 
God alone? It becomes not his Miniſters to uſurp that Pro- 
vince, or pronounce am Judgment concerning the Thoughts 
and Intentions of the Heart. How you could write this 


and yet paſs ſuch a Cenſure not only on my Sermon, but 
on my Deſign and the Reaſons that induc'd me to write it, I 


leave it to you to conſider: Poſſibly you think it a more juſti- 


fable Action to accuſe without grounds a Proteſtant Clergy- 


man, whoſe former Behaviour has not been very excepti- 
ongble, of the greateſs Crimes, than even to intimate 4 
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Hupic ion of tbe Sincerity of any Converts from the Romiſo 
Religion, indeed I am not much concern'd what you 
ſay, or what you think; I heartily wiſh, for your on ſake, 
that ſjnce you were reſoly'd to write your wiſe Letter, 
au had writ more like a Chriſtian and a Gentleman, than you 
— done; For then you would only have been pity d, as 
a weak tho perhaps a well meaning Man : Whereas now you 
are conſider'd in another Light: I am really ſorry for its 
Nor will I increaſe the Load, which already lies on you 
by any further Expoſtulation. Only this one thing 1 
ſay, that whatever theſe Reaſons be, which you are anpiÞ- 
ing to mention, I may from your own Account of the 
Matter conclude, that you do not think, I wrir or preach'd 
this Sermon in bopes of Perferment ; For you will not, I hope, 
ſay, or even inſinuate, that any Man can zow hope for 
Perferment, by offending all ORDERS d D E- 
GREES of Mein in the Nation, only for the ſake of 
PROFESS'D ad AVOW'D ENEMIES #« 
CHURCH ard STATE. | 
And now, Sir, I take my leave of you Letter, and of all 
further Controverſy with you, on this or any other Sub- 
jet. I have in this Vindication ſaid what I think ſuffi 
cient to ſet the main Point under Conſideration in a clear 
Light, ſo far at leaſt, as to put it into a Way of be- 
ing freely and R examin d; and therefore I do 
not think the Time 1 have ſpent in writing it wholly 
unemploy'd. I hear you are already reſolv'd to write a- 
gain in Oppoſition to me, before you can bly know 
what I have to ſay for my ſelf, which i is a Re- 
ſolution worthy the Author of this Letter, and plainly 
ſnews how good a Diſpoſition you are in, to be covine'd. 
Let. p. 38.) But you may write, aad write and writes 
ou may, if you pleaſe, publiſh the Remarks, which, as I 


am well inform'd, you writ on the Sermen I preach'd be- 


fore his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, November ' 5th 
1724, and which the Bookſeller to whom you apply d, 
did not think it for his Credit to print, tho' you, to be 
ſure, writ them, as you ſay you have done this Letter, 
not out of any Deſign of Oſtentation, but as conceiving it 
to be your bounden Duty to the King, your Church and 
Conptry 3 ( Let. p. 6.) You may call in the Affiſtance of o- 
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thers, of as good Talents as your felf,, who, L hear} deſign 
ro engage. mänfully in this Controverſy: 1 ſhall give my 
ſelf no further Trouble about them or you: The beſt Re- 
turn I can make to perſonal Reftectious, is to deſpiſe them, 


and endeavour to bebaue my ſelf ſo ar that they may not be 


believ'd';, And 1 have ſomething elſe to do, thin to ſpend 
my Time, in ſhewing to the World the Frakneſs of thoſe 
Men, who if they be let alone, will ſave me the Trouble, 
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K Fer the greateſt Part of theſe Papers were printed 


off, the ſecond Edition of your Letter, came to my 
Hands, in which I find the Nonſenſe p have mag 
of a Paſſage in my Sermon, (Let. p. 26. ) of which 1 * 
taken Notice Page 48. of this VINDICATION, 
is with much ado rectify'd. But it was then too late 
to alter any Thing of what L have there ſaid, for which 
your firſt Edition gave me ſo juſt an Oceaſion. But to 
my great Surpriſe, I find your Quotation from Doctor 
Hammond ſtands juſt as it did, ( tho Hundreds in this 
Town, beſides me, have taken Notice of the Unfairneſs 
of it ) only that the Word Heathen is printed in a diffe- 
rent Character: I ' ſuppoſe. this is done, to Prepare the 
Way, for the Account your Friends give of this Quotati- 


on, viz, That you urge Doctor Hammond's Authority, 


only to ſhew, that by thoſe who were in the High-ways and 
Hedges are meant the Heathen : Whether this be the Ex- 
cuſe you deſign to make, I cannot tell. If it be, tis in 
my Opinion a very poor Evaſion. For any one, who ſees 
the Reference as it ſtands in either Edition, will and 
muſt think that you produce the Authority of that great 
Man, for the whole Sentence, in the middle of which 
the Reference is placd; and beſides if you defign'd to 


quote him only for that, for which alone he can fair be 


quoted, your Reference would much more proper'y have 
come in, in the foregoing Paragraph, at theſe Words, (.as 
ſome underſtand it, among the Gentiles and 1dolaters. ) But 


if the World will believe that by quoting. Doctor Ham- 
mond in this Manner, you meant no more than thus, I 


ſhall not be diſpleas' d. For I am not fond of loading 


18 with takes, and you have enough to anſwer for 


des a falſe Quot atian. 


BOOKS printed for, and ſold 
Oven, Bookſeller in Sun, Le 


J. 
agg Burnet's Hiſtory of his own Time, ©. 
Price, 90 
| - of "Ireland, to the End of K. . 
[Fchard's Hiſtory of the Revioluicn, do 
Validity of the Erglz/b Ordination, 00 
Wake's Catechiſm, oO 
Original Draught of the Primitive Church, oo 
| Hiſtorical Library, | OO 
Temple's Irifb Rebellion, 00 
Adventures of Telemachus, OO 
" Biſhop Parrick's Witneſſes to Chriſtianity oo 
Parnell's Poems, oo 
Moes Poems, 2 Volumes, oO 
Collection of Poems and Songs, ©O 
Neon Feaſts and Faſts, | oo 
Common Prayer with red Rubricks, o 
Bible, large Octavo, oo 
Guide to Engliſh dn oo 
Great Importance of a Religious Life, 00 
Medi tat ions on Mortality, o 


A State of the Proceedings of the Corporation 
of the Governours of the Bounty of QZ zx( __ 
ANNE, for the Augmentation of the Main- 
tenance of the poor Clergy, 

Mona Antiqua Reſtaurata, oo 
Heyiyn's Lite of Archbiſhop nas ö 
" Atarſor's Catechumen, oo 

Diſcourſe concerning the Laws of the Church of 7 50 

Nome againſt Hereticks, 5 | 

Prior s Poems, | | | 


Lerd Clarendon's Hiſtory, 3 Folio' 4 


FIR by the Reverend Mr. Edward Synge, ! 
November 5. 1724. 

Ditto by the Reverend Mr. Fames Ware, Jan. Fog 
30. 1724. 

Ditto by the Reverend Dean Howard on oe a 
4 1724. 

Ditto by the Right Reverend Lord Biſhop *Foo ak 
Meat * 29, 1725. 

Ditto _y the Rig Reverend Lord Biſhop of "wy Roos as 

SUE, I. 1725. 
Theſe Five preached before, and publiſb d by 2 of, 
hes Excellency the Lord CARTERET. 


The Reverend Mr. Edward Synge's Sermon be- 


fore the Honourable Houſe o* Commons, Of, 00 oo os 


23. 1725, Re-printed in 890. 
The Reverend Doctor ZBolton's (now Lord Bi- 

ſhop of Elphin) Sermon before the Honoura- 

ble Houſe of Commons, Oct. 23. 1721, re- print ·¶ 
ed in 820. 

The Caſe of King Charles the I. and King James 
the II. ſtated and compar'd in a Sermon — 
January, 30. 1706, by the late Dean Samue 
Synge. Reprinted in 820. | 


00 G90 Oz 


(00 © os 


0 03 


— "CT — ————— Pe —— SY — — P ˙  wog wewwos Ja - we . 


| 


———— » - = ara 


- 
P 
: 
. 7 2 — — PI 1 = - 
h - = - k 
. U 
2 IJ is * % * hy 4 * 
— . p. 
4. _ — mY : WF | A 1 * 
So * 
» — A * & , 5 . - o 
: - » Y % ” * 
» : * w ” " 
* > * 0 0D 
pep "y a2 a >: _ „ . a V . 
3» 4 = * . C 7 
** 0 W —_ * * * 


[2% = LY 
„ a - 
> bo * : — - by N * 
4 *. I's Ps s m Pp * - - « 4 7 
4 — - - 
* 9 — * 4 * * » 
- = «4 » . ” ww; - G 
o bed 7 * . 
* 
— 1 1 © had * - 
"» 6.4% — ” — bd , * 
dos * * A y . . " * — 
o a * - 
* — - - * [ , 
- N = oc . - 
. - 
a 
— * 4 — 4 . * „ - Lg 
, 7” X 9 - % 
- b o 51 — * 
7 * $ 4 : by 


o 
PA 
* 
e 0 
2 
8 
— - 
0 
- * 
% 
: * 
- 
- 
po bt fs 
® £ 
S *% 
2 41 
2 ** 
— 
4 


* au. - \ — _—_ % 
— * * „ A * * . © 
* "- 
- 12 , a 0 - = 
* : . — 
8 . 1 4 Ee 5 
* 1 * 9 | N E f * I . * 
3 82 * 4 . o w # » S S zz 
Y » AM * — 2 - 88 1 1 * * A 
4 6 — h 
80 1 | 1 ' — 
* - a S . : * 
n ; | | * 3 
8 — > 1 ** . _ 2 P 
4 7 : ' P 0 — ö - - „ ” 
Ka - g 1 : 2 Fi 4 * * 
7 * A wo? " By , by / ” = 5 \ - 
= 4 . " ; So W } 4 — — pe Fa 
—_— = . A 1 — 
Ts 2 — * 4 * 4 — - 
&* 4 od - ” \ 4 4 * 6 wwe 3 * 0 8 
— N # 1 :, - , , * * 
- 9 0 * 211 4 4 a * : Pn. 
- - A A FT ＋ 
* SOLE wi 1 | 
- — | "> : " 
: 4 : EF 4 - is TI i } T 5 
* Py » - 
ks * 13 9 9 £3 £5 10 ** i / 


#5 TC" _ = rt 
REID iwer as; Mb en cr As ARG 


ured ARR. erotic oth fonts if I rere 7 beets, 3 one Eon... 
i J £2 ad , * R * Es. = MR oo - re 


3 


— 1 „ _O_ r ah... * CRP... » ah, A ch + io —— 
— 2 Woo 1A " r tC CGD EY & w - 


